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CARONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Centur (1803), : 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett' s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates i in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. (SIxTH PARLIAMENT.) 


CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. Vol. hae = Geo. III. ..... cides 
—— BE ccecccees 6 _ pee 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witw.I. to 34 Geo. II. | 
1066-1760 


Second Series. 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Geo. III. 





1760-1800 (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
oii : Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Geo. IV. ..... 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) i Be hme 3 mea: 1821 
 e  ereeere AY Ga BTL... ccceccs 1801 — 6— 7... 3 ie enti 1822 
Bae AO cccctinns 42  ipdscunaleien 1802' —  8— 9... 4 ec 1823 
— 10—11... 5 a Suenes 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) on : — oe 6 — re ae 
i. tn... Pere oe es wid 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. Wal  scstss 7 Geo. IV. ...... 1826 
i et BM Sacsgeces 8 kana 1827 
or ee iw OI ee 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) —. 990 — 21...10 Ea, Saueays 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1803-4 — 22 to 25...11 a 1830 
— 3to 5...45 hea 1805 
= 6 & be0c40 es. awenees 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 GEO. III. eeeeee 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol 1} we 4... Wei 330- 
(FouRTH PARLIAMENT.) ‘ 7 snes 
Vol. h to er Geo. III. ...... 1807-8 (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 15 —17...50 en eens eH Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Wu IV. ...... 1832 
a a Ee ao OO ee ee ia 
— 21 — 23...52 — hanes 1812 
igs EVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 2 ~ Wr FV: 2s. 1835 
—_— ? — . — 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Geo. IIL... 1812-13 — 71 ee ae eae 
— 37 & 28...54 er : . : 
— 29 to 31...55 — ... 1ee48 (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 or 1816 Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WML. IV....... L835 
— 35 & 36...57 — sees 1817, — 31— 35... 7 =i -saaeee 1836 
— 37 — 38...58 mee asec 1818 — 36— 38... 8 ==) | ventas 1837 


a3 








iv CHRONOLOGY OF 
REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Exe. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ArtHuR J. BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Edueation-——Most Hon. the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancelior——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State —— 
Foreign Affairs—— Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department—— Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAs, M.P. 
Colonial——-Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-FORSTER, M.P. 
India——Rt. Hon. St. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer —Rt. Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty— Rt. Hon. Earl CAwpor. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBCURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade-——Most Hon. the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for Scotland——Most Noble the Marquess of LINLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. GERALD BALFouR, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. WALTER Lona, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 














NOT IN THE CABINET. 





Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——Rt. Hon. Sir A, ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——Vicror CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary to the Board of Education Sir WILLIAM ANSON, M.P. 


Secretary to the Admiralty ———E. G. PRETYMAN, Esq., M.P. 
en se { Lord BALCARRES, M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury—) 17, W. ForstER, Eaq., MP. 
¢ Admiral Sir JOHN FisHer, G.C.B. 
ar ee Rear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.L 
Lords of the Admiralty ——, pear. Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 

Civil Lord of the Admiralty ——ARTHUR H. LEE, Esy., M.P. 

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cobinet}. 

Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. LYTTELTON, Kk.C.B,, (Chief of General Statf). 

Major-General C. W. H. DoUGLAs (Adjutant-General). 

Major-General H. C O, PLUMER, C.B. (Quartermaster-Geneyral). 
Army Council---- Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. (Master General of the Ordnance), 

THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 

THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 

Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 

(Col. Sir E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 

Inspector-General of the Forces--—General H.R.H. the Duke of ConNAuGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 
Parliamentary Secretary. Foreign Office ——Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office——Hon. T. H. CocHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Ottice—His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Uffice- tt. Hon. Earl of DONOUGHMORE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade A. BoNAR LAW Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board ——J. GRANT LAWSON, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Oftice—W. BRoMLEY DAVENPORT, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Frnuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General-—Rt. Hon. Sir E. CARSON, K.C., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland tt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
The Lord Advocate C. ScoTt Dickson, Esq., K C., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P. 


























vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE-~(Cout.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 


Judge Advocate-General—— 


Lord Chambherlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of Pembroke anp Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse—— His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——-Rtt. Hon. Sir SAVILE CkossLEY, Bt., M.V.O., MP. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLenria, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Houseliold--—The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WaLpEGRAVE. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Desbicu. 

Rt. Hon. Viscount CuvuRcHILL, K.C.V.O. 
ee ee Rt. Hon. Karl of Errou. 
Fl Saini Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Sorrreip, G.C.V.0., K.C.B. 

{t. Hon. Lord Kexyon. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of 
LINLITHGOW. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. LORD DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kisspuren, C.B. 


Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Monrose, K.T. 
Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEvEN AnD MELVILLE. 


Solicitor-General——E. T. SALVENSEN, Esy., K.C. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant—-— Rt. Hon. Kar] of Duprey. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsupouRNe. 
Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P. 
Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.[, K.C.V.O. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 


SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President : Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. ATKrysox, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——J. H. M. Campse.t, Esy., K.C., M.P. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of OnsLow. 

Clerk of Parliaments—--Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. Tuesicer, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALDERSON, E-q. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBert Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsk——A. Harrison, Usq. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F, 

SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicn, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. ANsTRUTHER, Esq. 
W. H. Hamitron Gorpoy, Esq. 

Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonneLt ; A. H. Roprnsox, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. 
St. Jon, Esq.; V. M. Bippunpeu, Esq.; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BapEtey, Esq. ; 
C. Heapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Hornam, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq.; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. WorFeELL, C. E. Cuiziett, A. M. Stour, J. W. F. Locke, 
J. MeMintan, G. Bennett, G. T. Purr. 

Librarian——EDMUND Gossk, Fisq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butter. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WorFELtr. 
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Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. 

Bb. H. Frewy, Esg. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLer. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLeetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C,V.0., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. WiLtiams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer—— W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E, Fox, F. HOLMAN, 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants——Messis. J. Woontacort, A. A. Epnry, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATEs. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C, J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 


Symons Jeune, Esq ; Clerk 





PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the Honse of Commons——Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L., C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant—— ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Gibbons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. Dickinson, Esq. 

Private Bill Oftice-—-—J. H. W. SoMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. Sv. GreorGrE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Towrr .Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. Doyue, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE West, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BuLL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. Dawkrns, Esq.; R. P. CoLomp, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr Porter, Esq.; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. Rk. Turner, Esq.; W. K. Gippons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Suytu, Esq.; K. J. C. 
Moorsom, Esq. ; R. D. RApciirrE, Esq., WV. P. JOHNSTONE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Ottice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN, 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BAsIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker--—-EpWARD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. Lock Ton, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Oftice—— 

Principal Clerk——PHILIp SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——H. OTway MAYNE, Esq. ; JOHN Poyseér, Esq. 
Messenger -—Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——TemeLr Franks, Esq., B.C.L. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. 
A. Firmixn, W. HaGue. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G,. E. Briscoe Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LINcoLN; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper—— Mr. H. BULLOCK. 

Office Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Ottice Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers—— Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. JonES, G. D. WeEtLER, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers—— Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 
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Messengers (2nd Class)——-Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, 
A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON, H. G. EMMETT, J. L. Puinip, W. 


FINDLAY. 


Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant--—-Mr. W. 


BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 
Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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VOLUME CXLIV. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 5lst MARCH, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill |1...].—A Bill to remove doubts as to 
the validity of a certain decree, dated 22nd November, 1892, of the High 
Court of Justice (Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division), dissolving the 
marriage solemnised on the 11th July, 1872, between John Richard Malone 
and Charlotte Mildred Malone, then Charlotte Mildred Yarde-Buller, 
spinster, and to confirm the said decree. Presented (pursuant to leave given 
vesterday); and read I" .. Re 


Malone's Divorce (Validation) Bill [i..!.—Petition of John Richard Malone. 
of Baronston, in the county of Westmeath, Deputy-Lieutenant, late Colonel 
in the Westmeath Militia, praying that substituted service of a copy of the 
Bill and of the order for the Second Reading thereof, and of all other orders 
in connection therewith upon Messrs. Payne, Shaw-Mackenzie, and Lake. 
solicitors, of No. 11, New Square, Lincoln’s Inn, in the county of London, 
and by forwarding copies by registered letter, addressed to Mrs. M. Buller, 
No. 4, Rue de Seze, Paris, be deemed as good service of the said Bill and 
orders as if the same had been personally served upon Charlotte Mildred 
Malone. Presented, and read, and to be considered on Monday next 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydvil Scheme Confirmation) Bill 
|H.L.].—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next ; and to be 
printed as amended, (No. 40) .. 


Nine Mile Point i dg Bill nian a “ iaks saeaiel from the Select Committee. 
with Amendments Rs es ie 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway (Aban- 
donment Bill) ; South Metropolitan Gas Bill. Brought from the Commons; 
read ]*; and referred to the Examiners .. Pe 5 Ss bi - 
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Mar. 31.] 


Aberiillery Urban District Water Bill [#.1.}: Bangor (County Devon) 
Water and Improvement Bill [H.u.] ; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [H.1.] ; 
Bridgewater Canals Bill [H.L.]; University College, London (Transfer) Bill 
[uH.L.]; Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill [H.L.] ; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [#.1.] ; Formby 
Township Bill [H.1.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [H.1.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills ; (viz.) :— 

E. Westmeath, 

L. Clements (£. Leitrim), 

L. Barnard (chairman), 

L. Castlemaine, 

L. Lyveden ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Thursday the 11th of May next. at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired. as also counsel, for the 


Bills 


Hythe Corporation Bill [u.1.}; | Whitby Urban District Council Bill [#.L.] ; 
Mansfield Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Hastings Tramways Bill |#.L.]; Welling- 
borough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill [H-1.] ; 
London Squares and Enclosures (Preservation) Bill [u.L.|; Nottingham 
Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Sandgate Urban District Council Bill [#.1.]; 
Blackpool Improvement Bill [H#.L.]: Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the said Bills: (viz.) :— 

E. Verulam, 

E. Dartrey (chairman), 

L. Oranmore and Browne, 

L. Shute (V. Barrington), 

L. Estcourt ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Thursday the 11th of May next. at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee; with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills 


RETURNS, REPORTS. ETC. 


Irish Lanp ComMission (PRocEEDINGS).—Return for the month of February, 
1905. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


MercuHanT Suipprne Act, 1894.—Order in Council of the 27th March, 1905, 
relating to seamen’s lodging-houses in the county borough of Salford 


Expeosives Act, 1875.—Order in Council of the 27th March, 1905, providing 
that picric acid and picrates and mixtures of picric acid shall be deemed 
to be explosives within the meaning of the Act. with certain exceptions 


Pusiic Recorps (Orric—E oF His Masesty’s Woops. Forests, AND LAaNnpD 
REVENUVES).—Second Schedule containing a list and particulars of classes 
of documents in the Office of His Majesty's Woods, Forests, and Land Re- 
venues, which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Oftice. 


‘Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; 
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Tut Kaster Howipays. 


Earl Spencer .. : 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Hals bury) 


Nive Years’ ENLISTMENT, 
Viscount Hampden 


Moved, * That an Humble Address be presented to His Majesty for a Return 
of the ages of the men enlisted into the Infantry of the Line under the 
new nine-years’ regulation up to March 3lst, 1905.”"—(The Viscount 
Hampden.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) 


THe MercoHantT Suippine Act. 
Lord Muskerry is <a Ke re ee “i ee 


Movel to resolve, “‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the operation of Sections 78 and 87 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, in connection with the tonnage of mer- 
chant ships. so far as the interests of merchant officers and seamen 
are concerned, is defective in constitution and calculated to defeat the 
objects for which it has been formed.”’—(The Lord Muskerry.) 


Lord Ellenborough .. 
The President of the Board of Trade (The Marquess of Salisbury) 
Lord Muskerry ; 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


House adjourned at Five minutes before Five o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 3lst MARCH, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Biiis [Lorps] (StanpING ORDERS NoT PReviousLy INQUIRED INTO 
ComPLIED WitH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof. 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Cordoba and Rosario Railway 
Bill [Lords]; Entre Rios Railways Bill [Lords]: Hastings Harbour 
District Railway )Abandonment) Bili [Lords] 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 
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Morley Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill.—Epping Gas Bill; Great Eastern Rail- 
way Bill; Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill; Loughborough Cor- 
poration Bill; Norwich Union Life Insurance Society Bill ; Weybridge and 
Walton-upon- ‘Thames Electric sail Bill. As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time os a a ¥s a 


London Southern Tramways Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 

RatLway Bris (Group No. 1).—Sir Henry Kiser reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group No. | of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, they had adjourned till Tuesday next, at Two of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table 

Private Bits (Group G).—Sir Josep LeEsE reported from the Committee on 
Group G of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 


mittee had adjourned until Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


PETITIONS. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WoMEN’S DisaBILITIES BILL.—Petition from West 
Bristol, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


JUVENILE Smokine Bitt.—Petition from Portobello, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table .. 


Liquor Trarric Locat Veto (ScorLanp) Biti.—Petition from Newmiln, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) BiLL.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Bradford; Branepton; Brockley (four); Chertsey; Clapham ; 
Darlington; Exeter; Hampstead; Lewisham (three); Liverpool; New 
Cross; Northampton (four); Putney; and Streatham; to lie upon the 
Table - ’ 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire’s Sister Bitt.—Petitions against ; from 
Evesham ; and North London ; to lie upon the Table 


Pus.ic HEALTH Biii.—Petition from Crewe, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MERCHANT Suippine Act, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 27th 
March, 1905, relating to Seamen’s Lodging Houses in the County Borough 
of Salford [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table “a . 


ExpLosive Act, 1875.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 27th March, 
1905, providing that Picric Acid and Picrates, and mixtures of Picric Acid, 
shall be deemed to be explosives within the meaning of the Act, with certain 
exceptions [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 
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IrtsH LAND ComMIssIon (PRocEEDINGS).—Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of February, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table .. i os os ‘3 ae me a ai . 1 


(}0VERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES.—Account presented, of all moneys 
received and of the disposal thereof, and of all Contracts for the grant of 
Deferred Life Annuities and for Payments on Death made, during the year 
1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 107.] . 1 


Paverk LatD UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovuse.—Public Records 
(Office of His Majesty’s Woods, Forests. and Land Revenues.) Copy of 
Second Schedule containing a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents 
existing or accruing in the Office of His Majesty’s Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenues, which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office [by Act] .. a a ste AES 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
EXPLOSIONS OF GAS IN TELEPHONE INSPECTION ‘CHAMBERS—PRECAUTIONS FOR 
PusBLic SAFETY.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. 
(reorge’s) ; Answer, Lord Stanley we ae 3 a ~~ 8 


LEARNERS IN THE Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) ; Answer. Lord Stanley - “3 a ue 6s . 


RELIEF OF THE UNEMPLOYED.—Question. Mr. J. H. Lewis; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour .. Se ~ ah we i i es .. 39 


Estate OF THE Late THomAS FLynn.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) ; 


Answer, Earl Percy 20 
THe CxHurcH Dispute IN ScoTLANpD—DISTURBANCES AT AUCHTERARDER, 
PERTHSHIRE.—Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ae es a ss * ae a oe 
Dismissats oF DockyarpD EmpLoyrees.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman a as #3 ps ne a -.- 2 
IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT—CATHOLIC CLERKS IN THE VETERINARY 
Brancu.—Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long my se oo 
Amounts EXPENDED ON Miuirary Works APART FROM ANNUAL EsTIMATES.— 
Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton); Answer, Mr. Bromley, 
Davenport - a ‘ es <i ns - - < 
Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) Bill.—[Seconp Reapine.| 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) ie wa — 2 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda ) is ‘a a a 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Bill be now read a Second 
time.” —(Mr. Compton Rickett.) 
Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) ie ‘is a -. 382 


Mr, Findlay (Lanarkshire, N.E.) .. ee We ws “a i. - 
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Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) =. Ne qe or a 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N. W. ) ee - ea a: 
Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) PF en ‘ ix Oe 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Clevc land) 4) 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home Department ( M r. C ‘ochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) om : as ‘. aa oi a 4] 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be referred to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, etc,” put and agreed to.—(Mr. 7. 
Richards.) 

Sir Francis Powell ei es oe a ‘5 - . 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc. 


Local Authorities (Qualification of Women) Bill.—[{Seconp Reavinc.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Dr. Shipman (Northampton) , " $5 3 ~ 

Sir Richard Jebb (Cambridge U niversity) Me oe 3s .. 48 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second y 

time.” 

Sir William Tomlinson A nts Pi is ja a = 49 

Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) .. ov ts 4% ie ats 50 


Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out the word * now’, and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ”»—(Svr William Tomlinson.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘* That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ee, os Be 53 V 
Colone! Welby (Taunton) .. aa < a - -« & 
Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) a ae a oe 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E. ) ie and ie 3 .. 958 Y 
Mr, Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) .. ‘ a2 De a i. “es 59 | 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford U niversity) .. ne am as Se no Gl 
Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) a nae = 62 I 
Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, S.) ae rte ea 9 sts 63 | 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) _ tg a ee a Be 65 
Mr. Benn (Devonport) me oe ne a at 66 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge U niversity) oe ae a a es (i> 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) be aH Re a a 69 
The Secretary to the Lecal Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Y ork- P 
; shire, N.R., Thirsk) .. 3 er i Ne 7] 
Sir Frederick Banbury (( londoredt Peckham) ste re os os 76 


Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) es ee i us . eet 
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Question put, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 98.) 
Main Question pu‘. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 171 , Noes, 21. (Division List No. 99.) 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, &¢.”—(Dr. Shipman.) 


And, it being after half-past Five of the clock, and objection being 
taken to further proceedings, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Monday next. 


Question, ‘‘ That this House do now adjourn ” (Sir A. Acland-Hood) put, and 
agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-three minutes before Six o'clock till Monday 
next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3rp APRIL, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :—Metro- 
politan Police Provisional Order 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied with :—Brompton, Chatham, Gilling- 
ham, and Rochester Water: Walker and Wallsend Union Gas: Hull, 
Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [x.1.]; 
Hessle Gas Bill [H.1.]; Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [H.1.]. Read 
3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons ei 4 - 6 


Morley Corporation Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and 
referred to the Examiners is x5 " es sa a 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [1.1.].—House in Committee (according to order). 
An Amendment made. Standing Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendment to be received To-morrow ; as 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PoLice (ScOTLAND).—Forty-seventh Annual Report of His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Constabulary for Scotland, for the vear ended December 31st, 1904 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—No. 3332. Mexico; No. 3333. Germany 
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(MiscELLANEOUS).—No. 632. Silk trade and yield of cocoons in Italy in 1904 .. 
ee 
Army.—Return showing number and cost of small arms, sword bayonets, machine 
guns, etc., manufactured in the Royal Small Arms Factories at Enfield and 
Birmingham, and by the trade, during the past ten vears ; also the number 
of men employed in the two Government Factories for the same period, 
and their wages 


NatioNnaL GALLERY (IRELAND).—Report of the Director to the Board of Gover- 
nors and Guardians, for the year 1904. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Inpra (LOANS Ratsep IN ENGLAND).—Return of all loans raised in England under 
the provisions of any Acts of Parliament. chargeable on the revenues of India, 
outstanding at the commencement of the half-vear ended on March 31st, 
1905, with the rates of interest and total amount pavable thereon, and the 
date of the termination of each Joan, the debt incurred during the half-year, 
the moneys raised thereby during the half-year. the loans paid off or dis- 
charged during the half-year, and the loans outstanding at the close of the 
half-year, stating, so far as the public convenience will allow, the purpose or 
service for which moneys have been raised during the half-vear 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES.—Account of all moneys received on 
account of contracts for the grant of deferred life annuities. and for payments 
on death, under the provisions of the Acts 27 and 28 Victoria. chap. 43, 45 
and 46 Victoria, chap. 51, and 50 and 51 Victoria, chap. 40, and of the dis- 
posal thereof, and of the contracts made, for the vear ended December 31st, 
1904, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydvil Scheme Comfirmation) Bill 
[H.L. |.—House in Committee (according to Order). The Amendments pro- 
posed by the Select Committee made. Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow 


Service of Militiamen Bill [1...|.—House in Committee (according to order). 
[The Earl of ONsLow in the Chair]. 
Clause 1. 
The Earl of Galloway 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 8, after the word * Kingdom’ to insert 
the words ‘it bemg understood that, should they thus be carried or 
ordered out of the United Kingdom, a bounty of not less than thirty 
days pay and allowances shall be given to every officer, non-commis- 
sioned officer, and man on embarkation.’ ”°—(The Ear/ of Galloway.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) oy 


Amendment, bv leave of the Committee withdrawn. 


Page 


85 


| 
| 
j 
| 


86 | 


ee 


86 


86 


RH 


87 











ge 
85 | 


x6 


87 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. xvii 


Apr. 3.] 


Clause | agreed to. 


Remaining Clause agreed to. 
Bill reported without Amendment. 


Moved, “That the Standing Committee be negatived.”—(The Earl of 
~ Donoughmore). 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS : MONDAY, 3rp APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
ComPLigD wiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Holv Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords] ; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
roads Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time : a : oo 


SusstituTED BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 


Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, introduced pursuant to the 
provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, and 
referred on the First Reading thereof, Standing Order 62 has been complied 
with, viz. :—North British Railway (General Powers) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Provisional OrpER Bitts (No StanDiInG OrpDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr, SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill: Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time ‘To-morrow 
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| Cork Junction Railways Bill—Read a second time, and committed 
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Woolwich Borough Council Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee [Section B]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed .. a * _ - oe “ = os 


PETITIONS. 


JUVENILE SMOKING Bitt.—Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table . 


Liquor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Bute ; and Milnathort ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Locat AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WOMEN) BiLL.—Petition from Birken- 
head, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A Deceasep Wire’s Sister Bitt.—Petition from Sidcup, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Sate or Inroxicatinc Liquors (SunpAy) Brit.—Petition from Messingham, 
in favour ; to lie upon th» Table .. 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT Bitt.—Petition from West Didsbury, in favour : 


to lie upon the Table 
P 


= RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Potice (ScorLanD).—Copy presented, of Forty-seventh Annual Report of His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Constabulary for Scotland for the vear ended 31st 
December, 1904 [by Command]: to lie upon the Table 


NatIonAL GALLERY (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Report of the Director of 
the National Gallery of Ireland to the Board of Governors and Guardians 
for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Post Orrice Savines Banks Funp.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 29th March; Dr. Macnamara]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 108] 


Rattway AccipENTs.—Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents and Casualties 
as reported to the Board of Trade by the several Railway Companies in the 
United Kingdom during the three months ended 31st December, 1904, to- 
gether with Reports of the Inspecting Officers of the Railway Department 
to the Board of Trade upon certain Accidents which were inquired into [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


East Inpia (LoaNs RatsEep In ENGLAND).—Copy presented, of Return of all 
Loans raised in England, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding 
at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 31st March, 1905 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 109] .. 


Army.—Copy presented, of Return showing number and cost of small arms, 
swords, bayonets, machine guns, etc., manufactured in the Royal Small 
Arms Factories at Enfield and Birmingham, and by the trade, during the 
past ten years; also the number of men employed in the two Government 
Factories for the same period and their wages [by Command]: to lie upon 
the Table a “7 os ee 
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TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 632 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table “a =< me a% $4 * 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeriEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3332 and 3333 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table as é on st #3 a +s 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


LICENSING COMPENSATION—LoNDON County CounciIL anp Ciry Corpora- 
TION.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport); Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


PURCHASE OF MANSION OF BALLYHAISE BY IRISH BOARD OF AGRICULTURE.— 
Questions, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid); Answers, Mr. Walter Long 


Krown Boyp Estate, County Down.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 5.); 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


TECHNICAL AND AGRICULTURAL SCHEMES IN County KeErry.—Question, Mr. 
Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long +5 ‘ia ¥ “i 


PURCHASE OF EsTaTEs OUTSIDE CONNAUGHT OR THE CONGESTED DIsTRICTS.— 
Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


OFFER OF SEED PoraToes TO IRISH BOARD OF AGRICUTLURE BY Mr. WILLIAM: 
son OF MALLow.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) : 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 


Date OF PUBLICATION OF First ANNUAL Report OF Estates COMMISSIONERS. 
—Question, Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ConsTRUCTION OF MoneR Re tier Roap.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 2; 


(ase OF Dennis ConnoLLy oF BorrisNor.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long , , : 


Ratibway Rares Aanpd Transit Facriitres In [RELAND.—Question, Mr. 
O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long— 


SLAVERY IN THE East AFRICA PROTECTORATE.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


RULES FOR USE OF CoMMERCIAL MOLE AT GIBRALTAR.—Question, Mr. Bill 
(Staffordshire, Leek); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton iy os ats ; 


PREMIER DIAMOND Mine Prorits.—Question, Mr. Rose (Cambridgeshire, New 
market); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


PROMOTION IN THE TELEGRAPH SeRVICE.—Question, Mr. Arthur Henderson 
(Durham, Barnard Castle) ; Answer, Lord Stanlev 


Hours oF Postmen’s Duties.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich); Answer, 
Lord Stanley mm ~ ‘a 
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NumBer, S1zE AND WEIGHT OF PARCELS INCLUDED IN LeTTER DELIVERY.— 
Question, Mr. Crooks ; Answer, Lord Stanley . 


PostaL Factnities at TRILLICK, County TyrRoNE.—Question. Mr. T. W. 
Russell ; Answer, Lord Stanley . 


Piece Work System IN THE Post OrricE TELEGRAPH ANH TELEPHONE 
Factory.—Question, Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe); Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


TEA Rewiers IN LiverPoor Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Liver- 
pool, Scotland) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


CONVEYANCE OF MAILS BETWEEN WICK AND LyBsTER.—Question, Mr. Harms- 
worth (Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


SMALLPOX OUTBREAKS.—Questions, Sir John Tuke (Edinburgh and St. Andrews 
Universities), and Capt. Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.); Answers, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour a - 


Supply or Prayer AND Hymn Books To Non-ProvipEp Scuoots By Locar 
EpvucaTion AUTHORITIES.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) ; Answer, Sir William Anson 


SaLe oF OBSOLETE VESSELS.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


SANITARY CONDITION OF THE NAvai HospitaL aT MALTa.—Questions, Sir John 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Pretyman 





HoLyHEAD HaArBouR ENDITURE FROM PusBLic FuNps.—Question, Sir 
Thos. Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Loven Neacu DratnaGe TrRusTEES.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Private LEGISLATION PRocEDURE (ScoTLAND) Act, 1899—APPOINTMENT OF 
THE CHAIRMEN OF CoMMISSIONS.—Question, Mr. Chas. Hobhouse (Bristol, 
E.); Answer Mr J. W. Lowther 


WeIGHTs AND MeasurEsS—UNIVERSAL RECOGNITION OF STAMPING.—Question, 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Hours or Men Empioyep IN MANIPULATION oF TRAFFIC.—Question, Mr. 
Bell (Derby); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


CONVICTIONS FOR DRUNKENNESS.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas ; 


REWARDS FOR INFORMATION OF ILLEGAL TRAWLING.—Queston, Mr. Harms- 
worth ; Answer, Mr. Scott-Dickson 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING BY BRITISH TRAWL Boats SAILING UNDER FOREIGN FLacs.— 
Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; Answer, Mr. Scott-Dickson 


Sucar Dutirs.—Question, Mr. a (Islington, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberla‘n nh 7 : He i 4a a en 


Page 


100 


100 


10] 


101 


102 


102 


10.) 


104 


105 


105 


105 


106 


106 


107 


107 


108 


a9 

















TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Apr. 3.] 
VACCINATION Fes IN IRELAND AND ScoTLaND.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ms - - a ze. a 


PAYMENT FOR TEACHING OF Music AND Sineine at Ki_tuLtTaGH NATIONAL 
ScHooL.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


SALARY OF TEACHER OF ScHooL, Roti No. 5,094.—Question, Mr. Kendal 
O’Brien; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. is = es ae “ 


IXXTENT OF Coast LINE or IRIsH ConGcesTepD Districts.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


SALARIES OF IRIsH NationaL ScuHoor TreacHers.—Question, Mr. John Camp- 
bell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


THe Istanp or INNISGLORA.—Question, Mr. O’ Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long oe “e <r a a a ~ 


CONSTABLE ON LICENSED PREMISES AFTER Hours AT GORTMELIA.—Question, 
Mr. O'Kelly ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


PROSECUTION OF VENDORS OF IRISH SALT FIRKIN BUTTER CONTAINING OVER 
I PER CENT. OF WATER.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long 


Mr. M. HALpin, oF CARRICKSHERRY NATIONAL ScHOOL.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
Q’Donneil (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


(GRADES OF IRISH NATIONAL ScHooL, TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
(’ Donnell ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


SAVING ON OFFICE OF IRISH BoarD OF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Delany 
(Queen’s County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


BerrinGe Estate, CONNEMARA.—Question, Mr. O’ Malley (Galway, Connemara, ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


WINDING UP OF BALLYGAWLEY (Counry Tyrone) Loan FuNp.—Question, 
Mr. T. W. Russell ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


PeRMISSION TO MANUFACTURE THE NEW Service RriFLte.—Question, Sir 
Edgar Vincent (Exeter) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ADMIRALTY SuRGEON AT BELMULLET.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly (Mayo, N.); 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge, <n a 3 sy ‘a 


Army CLorainc Facrory—Report or Principa Lapy INsPEcToR.—Ques- 
tion, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr Bromley, Davenport, Cheshire, 
Macclesfield, ” $5 i - es ; ie a es 


Tue Jam Contracts FoR SourH AFrica.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camber- 
well, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Bromley Davenport .. ne rc 


Xxi 


Page 


110 


110 


110 


lil 


111 


114 


114 


118 


119 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





xxii 
Apr, 3.] 
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Public Trustee and Executor Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Law, etc. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 110.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
110.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 136.] .. oY << I 


Whale Fisheries (Scotland) Bill {[Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 137.] _.. = a 


NEW BILLS. 


Sale of Coke Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Weights and Measures Act, 1889, respect- 
ing the Sale of Coke by weight,” presented by Mr. Rose ; supported by Mr. 
taymond Greene ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, Ith May, 


and to be printed. [Bill 138.] .. “ ne - ee 43 a 


London Hospitals (Exemption from Rates) Bill.—* To provide for the ex- 
emption of Hospitals in London from local Rates,” presented by Mr. 
Hayes Fisher ; supported by Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Sydney Buxton, 

Sir Joseph Dimsdale, Sir Harry Samuel, Captain Jessel, and Mr. James 
Bailey ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 139.) .. is ‘i a aS Fs ” ws << 


Licensing Act (1902) (Registration of Clubs) Amendment Bill.—“ To 
amend the Licensing Act, 1902, in respect of the striking of clubs off the regis- 
ter,” presented by Mr. Worslev-Tavlor : supported by Sir John Dorington, 
Mr. Wharton, Mr. Cripps, Sir Robert Reid, and Mr. Ashton ; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 10th May, and to be printed. [Bill 140.) .. 152 


Supp.y [3Rp ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Army Estimates, 1905-6.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a 


sum, not exceeding £10,101,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
C harge for the Pay, etc., of His Majesty’s Army (including Army Reserve) 
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at Home and abroad (exclusive of India), which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906.” 


Mr. Churchill (Oldham) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £9,101,000, 


be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Churchill.) 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) .. 

Sir Edward Grey (Northumberland, Berwick)  .. 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- Forster, Belfast, W.) 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire. Forest of Dean) 
Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, itt 

Captain Norton (Newington, W.) 

Colonel Welby (Taunton) .. 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E. 7 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
London County Council (Tramways) Bill [sy Orver]. 


Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea). 
Sir Frederick Banbury (€ amber well, " Peckham) 


Motion made, and question proposed, *t That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the London County Council (Tramways) Bill to omit Tramway 
No. 1, Tramway No. la, Tramway No. 2, and Tramway No, 2a.”— 
(Mr. Whitmore.) 


Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) = 
Mr. Burdett Coutts (Westminster) .. 
Sir Joseph Dimsdale (London) 


Question put. 
The House divided -—Ayes, 171; Noes, 171. (Division List No. 100.) 


Mr. SPEAKER gave his casting vote with the “* Noes.” 


Supp.y [38RD ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Army Estimates, 1905-6, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,101 000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the Pay, 
etc., of His Majesty’s Army (including Army Reserve) at Home and Abroad 
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(exclusive of India), which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st dav of March, 1904.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not 
exceeding £9,101,000, be granted for the said Service.’—(Mr. Swift 
MacNeill.) 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse ve a «i ‘a -. 207 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) . wi a ‘o os 2 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ica ne ka -. 242 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress ; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Peel.) 


Mr. Churchill be a % us at Be sa .. 251 
Mr. Arnold- Forster ae e ae De ss ot ~- 2 


And, it being midnight, the Motion to report Progress lapsed with- 
out Question put, and the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 


to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day. fs “. 


Army (Annual) Bill. [Seconp Reapine]. —Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. ‘* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ 


te 
wr 
bye 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) .. 





Amendment proposed 
* To leave out the word ‘ now’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ ”—( Mr. Charles Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, ** That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. “e 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day. 
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THE Prime MINISTER’s ABSENCE FROM THE DEBATES. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “* That this House do now adjourn.” 


—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., esa ke ae es ea 2D 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) - - " as “5 ree 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N y = ee 3 ss ae 

Mr. Churchill (Oldham) oe “5 ae 

The Parliamentary Secretar, to the Treasury (Sir A. Acland-Hood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington) 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) .. 


No reply was given. 


Adjourned at twenty-nine minutes before one o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 4rx APRIL, 1905. 


Inrropucep.—Andrew Graham Murray, Lord Justice General and Lord 
President of the Court of Session in Scotland, having been created Baron 
Dunedin of Stenton, in the county of Perth. was (in the usual manner) in- 
troduced 26] 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House. That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :—Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway 
(Abandonment) ; South Metropolitan Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table ie ne ss ww “261 


STANDING ORDERS ComMirrEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Malvern Water Bill ought to be dispensed with 
with. That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the petition 
for the Leven’s Patent Bill ought to be dispensed with. and leave given to 
introduce the Bill. Read, and agreed to st a ae oe .. 261 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [1.1.| : Commercial Union Assurance 
Bill [w.1.]; Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill 
[u.L.]; Clacton Improvement Bill [#.1.] ; Truro Water Bill lH. L.] ; heported, 
with Amendments is $5 ae : é ms v~ wel 


Clacton-on-Sea Commissioners Bill [x.1.]: Littlehampton Urban District 
Council Bill [H.1.].—Leave given to the Select Committee to adjourn over 


to-morrow .. a na =a os ans 5 ms * .. 26) 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [x...]; Hastings Harbour Bill [u.t.]; Metro- 
politan Railway Bill [u.u.]. Read 3*, and passed, and sent tothe Commons 26] 
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Great Central Railway Bill [u.L.]; Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [u.1.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Stewart 
of Garlies (E. Galloway) be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the asin e of the Lord Hay sina ene read, 


and agreed to 


Torpoint Urban District Water Bill [x.1.]—Great Central Railway Bill 
[u.L.]; Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [H.L.]. Leave given 
to the Select Committee to adjourn over to-morrow .. : “6 és 


Marylebone Chapels Bill ane L. .—The Lord sineiiin of London " his en con- 
sented to the Bill 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [1...].—Amendment reported (according to order) ; 
and Bill to be read 31 on Thursday next. . ‘ ” “ - : 


PETITIONS. 


SrreET Bettina Brww [#.L.].—Petition in favour; of the Lord Provost and 
Magistrates of Glasgow ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Rattway AccipeNts.—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the three months ended 3lst December, 1904, in pursuance of the 
Regulation of Railways Act (1871); together with reports of the Inspecting 
Officers, Assistant Inspecting Officers, and Sub-Inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into. Part I. Returns of Accidents .. 


COLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS). -—No. 30. Pitcairn Island (Report by Mr. R. J. 
Simons) .. ea ee - v0 *s a athe 


TravDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3334. Honduras. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Workmen’s Compensation Bill [#.L.|—[Seconp Reapine].—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Belper .. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(Lord Bel per.) 


Lord Davey .. 

The Marquess of Ripon 

The Earl of Camperdown 
The Lord Bishop of London .. 
Lord James of Hereford 

The Earl of Halsbury.. 


On Question, Bill read 2", and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on the second sitting day after the recess at Easter. 
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Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydvil Scheme (Confirmation) Bill 


[H.L.].—Amendments reported (according to order); and Bill to be read 
3* on Thursday next ee = Ks “9 


Street Betting Bill [x.L.].—Debate on Amendment moved after Third Reading 
resumed (according to order). 


The said Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lord Davey 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ street’ to insert the 
word ‘ or,’ and to leave out from the word ‘ public ’ to the word ‘ on’ in 
line 6 and insert the word ‘ place.’ ”°—(Lord Davey.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of saaiialie 
Lord James of Hereford 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 1, page 2, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘ not’ 
to the end of the clause and to insert the words ‘ and the words “ public 
place ” shall include any public park, garden, or sea-beach, and any 
unenclosed ground to which the public for the time being have unre- 
stricted access.’ ”’—(Lord Davey.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn Clause 2, page 2, line 17, after the word ‘ racecourse ’ to insert 
the words ‘ for racing with horses.” ”°—(Lord Davey.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Micirary Works at St. Lucia. 


Lord Tweedmouth ‘ 
The Under-Secretary o} State jor War + (The Earl of Donoughmore) 


GERMANY AND BritrisH TRADERS. 


The Earl of Jersey 
The Secretary of State al F oreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
Lord Stanmore ; - . 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six o'clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 47x APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill [Loxps}. 
—Hessle Gas Bill [Lords] ; Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills a a wa ey = re as 4“ ie -- 293 


RatLway BrLxs (Group No. 3).—Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Committee 
on Group No. » of Railway Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till Thursday, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table... se se se we ae .. 292 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


They have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to further extend the periods 
for the commencement of the construction and for the completion of the 
tramways, tramroads, and other works, and for the taking of lands author- 
ised by the West Cumberland Electric Tramways Act, 1901 ; to extend the 
period limited by The West Cumberland Electric Tramways Act, 1903, 
within which distributing mains for the supply of electricity were to be laid 
down ; and for other purposes.” {West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘ An Act for the better Prevention of 
Corruption.” [Prevention of Corruption Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to amend the Married Women’s Pro- 
perty Act, 1882.’° [Married Women’s Property Act (1882) Amendment 
Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act for amending the law relating to the 
Administration of Oaths for the purpose of Proceedings in Prize Courts.” 


[Prize Courts Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to consolidate, with Amendments, the 
enactments relating to Naval Prize of War. [Naval Prize Bill [Lords] 


SupPuy. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Army Estimates, 1905-6. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,101,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the 
Pay, etc., of His Majesty’s Army (including Army Reserve) at Home 
and Abroad (exclusive of India), which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- Forster, Belfast, W.) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) .. i = : 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£9,101,000, be granted for the said service.” —(Major Seely.) 


Sir Charles Welby (Nottinghamshire, Newark) 

Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; F- 
Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wiltshire, Chippenham) .. 
Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) 

Lord Henry Bentinck (Nottingham, 8.) 

Colonel Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) 

Sir Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) 

Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) 

Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) ; 

Mr Morrell (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) 

Mr. Samuel Roberts (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 


(Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 191; Noes,’ 234.8 (Division List No. 101.) 


Page 


328 


333 
345 


351 
355 
358 
365 
364 

io 
374 
Sie 
31% 
8381 
O82 
584 














LS VOD Se 


S Ol He Ov 


— * 


we WS 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. XXXVli 
Apr. 4.) _~ Page 


Oxiginal Question again proposed. 


Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) ee + — 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,100,500, be granted for the said service.”’—(Mr. Malcolm.) 


Mr. Arnold-Forster .. “te a a a es x3 -. 393 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Oommittee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 
INDIRECT TAXeEs ON Foon, 


Sir Joseph Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) .. ee a ah .. J94 
Mr, Seely (Lincoln) .. = Ap ies oe iz ~ -. 398 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House disapproves on 
principle of the taxation of corn, meat, and dairy produce, as being 
especially burdensome to the poor and injurious to the welfare of the 
nation; and believes that no proportionate remission from existing 
duties on tea, sugar, coffee, and cocoa would afford compensation for 
the imposition of such taxes ; and declares its opinion that any Colonial 
Conference that is entered upon, except on the understanding that this 
country will not agree to the taxation of corn, meat, and dairy produce, 


will result in fa‘lure.—(Sir Joseph Leese.) 
; 3 


! ta 

Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) bse a ea or vs i .. 406 
Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) Oe es = .. 409 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, BE.) .. ae ae ae .. 411 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ie : ei oe a .. +16 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) a os PE Sa we» San 
Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) .. a * ie a - 4 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, * That this House disapproves on principle of the taxation of 
corn, meat, and dairy produce as being especially burdensome to the 
poor and injurious to the welfare of the nation; and believes that no 
proportionate remission from existing duties on tea, sugar, coffee, and 
cocoa would afford compensation for the imposition of such taxes ; and 
declares its opinion that any Colonial Conference that is entered upon, 
except on the understanding that this country will not agree to the 
taxation of corn, meat, and dairy produce, will result in failure.’’—- 
(Sir Joseph Leese.) 


SranpIneG ComMITTEE ProcepuRE (ACTION OF CHAIRMAN). 


Sir Frederick’Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. “a wi .. 424 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) .. we e és ws -- 4£26 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That, doubts having arisen as to 
certain rulings given by the hon. Member for the Rushcliffe Division 
as Chairman of the Standing Committee on Trade on 21st March, in 
the opnion of this House, it is expedient that rules should be laid down 
for the guidance of Chairmen of Standing Committees.” —(Sir Frederick 
Banbury.) 





Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, manor) - - 27 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) .. e : ee - 31 
Amendment proposed— 

** At the end of the Question, to add the words, * and that a Select 
Committee be appointed to consider the procedure of Standing Com- 
mittees, and to report whether any and what amendments in such pro- 
cedure are desirable.’ ”—(Sir Francis Powell.) 

Question, ‘ That those words be there added.” put, and negatived. 

Main (ueston again proposed. 

And, it being Midnight. the debate stood adjourned, 

Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday next. 

THE Prime MINIsTER’s ABSENCE FROM DEBATES. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That this House do now adjourn,”’ 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 
Mr. Lloyd- Georye (Carnarvon ici ae e e id .. 4382 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. ae a ae a .. 432 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) .. he os “3 = ~~ So 
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The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir A. Acland-H ood, Somer- 

setshire, Wellington)’ .. * e - - in .. 454 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs)  .. ‘ ss me. ee -- 435 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . ae a ae .. 436 

Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One o’clock. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 5ra APRIL, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Birmingham Corporation Bill —Brentwood Gas Bill; Great Berkhamp- 
stead Gas Bill; Hitchin and District Gas Bill: Swansea Corporation | Bill.” 
As amended, to be considered To-morrow ae os li aS ~. 487 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill [Lorps].—Entre Rios Railways Bill 
{Lords}; Malvern Water Bill. To be read a second time To-morrow .. 437 
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SELECTION (STANDING ComMITTEES).—Mr. Ha.sry reported from the Com- 
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serving on the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect of the Coal Mines (Weigh- 
ing of Minerals) Bill : Sir Charles Dilke ; and had appointed in substitution : 
Sir Thomas Roe. 


Mr. Hausey further reported ; That they had discharged the following 
Member from serving on the Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures : Mr. Tennant : and 
had appointed in substitution : Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [Lorps].—R ead thie first time ; to be read a 
f | second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 142.] ‘ és 


Married Women’s Property Act (1882) Amendment Bill [Lorps].—Read 


the first time; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 143.] 


Prize Courts Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 144. | ; . 


NEW BILLS. 


Public Health (No. 2) Bill.—** To amend the Law relating to the qualification 
and tenure of office of Medical Officers of Health and Inspectors ; and for 
other purposes,” presented by Dr. Hutchinson $ supported by Mr. William 
Abraham, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Ernest Grav, Colonel Legge. Mr. Whittaker, 
Mr. Fenwick. Major Jameson, and Sir John Tuke ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bull 146,] 


Lunacy Act Amendment (London) Bill—* To authorise the London County 
Council to provide receiving houses for the reception of persons mentally 
atticted or alleged to be of unsound mind. and to authorise the detention 
of such persons in such houses.and for other purposes connected therewith,” 
presented by Sir Jobn Tuke : supported by Mr. Burns, Mr. Benn, Mr. 
Claude Hay, Mr. Cohen, Mr. Brige, and Dr. Hutchinson; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 147.} 


Parliamentary Voters (Registration) Bill.—“‘ ‘'o amend the Law relating 
to the qualification and registration of Parliamentary Voters, and for other 
purposes relating to Elections,” presented by Mr. Cremer ; supported by 
Mr. Bell, Mr. Broadhurst,"Mr. Burt, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Crooks, Mr. 
Fenwick, Mr. Arthur Henderson, Mr. John Johnson, Mr. Parrott, Mr. 
Shackleton, and Mr. John Wilson (Durham); to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 148.] “* 
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Registration of Firms Bill.—** To provide for the Registration of Firms and 
Persons carrying on business under trade names,” presented by Mr. Emmott; 
supported by Sir James Heath, Sir William Holland. and Sir Walter Palmer ; 
to be read a second time upon Friday May 12th, and to be printed. [Bill 
149.] i ae me ; 


County Courts Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to County Courts,” pre- 
sented by Sir Albert Rollit ; supported by Sir James Woodhouse, Sir William 
Holland, Mr. Brvnmor Jones, and Mr. J. A. Thomas; to be read a second 
time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 150.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE (Re ports OF Money Commirrers).—Motion made, 
and Question proposed, *‘ That the Proceedings on the Reports of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and Committees authorising the expenditure of 
Public Money, other than the Committee of Supply, may be entered upon 
at any hour after Midnight, though opposed, and shall not be interrupted 
under the provisions of the Standing Order, Sitting of the House.”—(Mr. 


A J. Balfour.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) : 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ( Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 

Mr. Buchanan ( Perthshire, E.) 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


Amendment proposed— 
“ After the word ‘ may,’ to insert the words ‘at least two days 
notice having previously been publicly given.’ ”’—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. A.J. Baljour 

Amendment, by leave withdrawn. 

Main Question put. 

The House divided :—Aves, 241; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 102). 

Ordered, That the Proceedings on the Reports of the Committee of Ways 
and Means and Committees authorising the expenditure of puble 
money, other than the Committee of Supply, may be entered upon at 


any hour after midnight, though opposed, and shall not be interrupted 
under the provisions of the Standing Order, Sittings of the House. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in “ommittee. 
(In the Committee). 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrger (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,101,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the charge for the 
pay, &c., of His Majesty!s Army (including Army Reserve) at home and 
abroad (exclusive of India), which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That a sum, not ex- 
ceeding £10,100,500, be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Malcolm.) 


Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) sas ie 25, 53 ae 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- Forster, Belfast, W.) 
Sir Herbert Maxwell! (Wigtonshire) . sn 

Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 

Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, S.) 

Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) .. or 

Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) 

Mr. Dobbie (Ayr Burghs) : 

Mr. Hozer (Lanarkshire, 8.) ; 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn, 


Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,100,900, be granted for the said Service.’—( Mr. McCrae.) 


Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8S.) .. ee “rn = » te a 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) Ne er 2 oy 

Mr. Churchill (Oliihein) 

Mr. Arnold-Forster Pa se is 

Mr. C. R. Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid). 

Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) 

Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N.) 

Mr. Freeman Thomas (Hastings) se os is 

Lieut.-Colonel Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Burghs) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 

Colonel Williams (Dorsetshire, W.) 


(tcestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187; Noes, 218. (Division List No. 103.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Xesolution to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Accrington Corporation Bill (By Orper); Accrington District Gas and 
Water Board Bill (By Order) ; Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) Bill 


(By Order).—Read the third time, and passed “ xe ‘a “i 


South Suburban Gas Bill (By Orper).—Read the third time, and ae 
[New Title] ik wis cs i 7 e 


Wrexham Gas Bill (By Orper).—Read the third time, and passed 


Acton Sewage Bill (By Oxper).—As amended, considered ; an Amendment 
made: Bill to be read the third time .. ats as aa ae ‘ 


Iifracome Harbour and Improvement Bill (By Orper).—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time ai : me aie 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill (By Orper).—{Not amended], con- 
sidered : to be read the third time - ae ise ar << 


Otley Improvement Bill (CHancep rrom “Ortey Gas anp IMPROVEMENT 
Brit’) (By Orper).—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Seaham Gas Bill (By Orpei).—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time re Fe ne a - 


Sunderland and South Shields Water Bill (By Orpr i —As amended, con- 


sidered ; to be read the third time 
CoTToNn Supety (British DEPENDENCIES). 


Sir William Tomlinson (Preston) 
Mr. Shackleton (Laneashire, Clitheroe) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That, in view of the peril to which 
the industries of the United Kingdom using cotton as the principal 
raw material of their manufactures are exposed by their too great de- 
pendence on the United States of America as their source of supply, and 
the good results of the operations already undertaken by the British 
Cotton Growing Association, this House desires to express its apprecia- 
tion of the benefits derived by the encouragement afforded by His 
Majestv’s Government to the work of the association, and looks to a 
continuance of their good offices as one of the essential conditions of a 
speedy development of the resources of the Colonies, Dependencies, and 
Protectorates of the Crown as additional sources of supply of the cotton 
needed for the maintenance of regular and adequately remunerated 
employment in one of the greatest of the national industries.” 


Mr. Samue! Smith (Flintshire) 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) - os vf 

Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) .. Ae “4 = or i 

The Secretary of State for the ¢ ‘olonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) as - ae er a 

Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ite xs me 

Mr. Peel (Manchester, S.) .. és ae a “a 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolved, That, in view of the peril to which the industries of the United 


Kingdom using cotton as the principal raw material of their manufacture 
are exposed by their too great dependence on the United States of 
America as their source of supply, and the good results of the operations 
already undertaken by the British Cotton Growing Association, this 
House desires to express its appreciation of the benefits derived by the 
encouragement afforded by His Majesty’s Government to the work of 
the Association, and looks to a continuance of their good offices as one of 
the essential conditions of a speedy development of the resources of the ' 
Colonies, Dependencies, and Protectorates of the Crown as additional 
sources of supply of the cotton needed for the maintenance of regular 

_and adequately remunerated employment in one of the greatest of the 
national industries.—(S7r Wiliam Tomlinson.) 


Loca TAXATION. 


Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) .. ee ae Be oe 7 eee! 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) .. aie re xs ie oe) OE 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in view of the distinction, 
affirmed in the main Report of the Royal Commission on Local Taxa- 
tion, between services preponderantly national but generally onerous 
to the ratepayers and services preponderantly lecal which confer upon 
the ratepayers a direct and peculiar benefit, more or less commensurate 
with the burden, no arrangement of taxation is equitable which does not 
provide that lecal authorities have an amount assigned from the Im- 
perial taxes fullv representing the interest of the general community 
in loca] expenditure on onerous services.’—(Mr, Purvis.) 


Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. - wis Ke, “DS 


And, it being Midnight. the Debate stood adjourned. Debate to be resumed 
to-morrow. 


THE BRIGHTON ELECTION. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) > .. a ee “<a .. 573 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ye 56 ar He .- 575 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W. ) we a ie “ONO 
Mr. Guest (Plymouth) uA vs es re es i .. 578 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. ne: re or ats oe .. 580 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) as 2 ss 38 he Aa .. 582 
Mr. Swift MacNeil (Donegal, 8.) .. nv “ Ay ak .. 585 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) . a Pr af a .. 587 
Mr. MacKenna (Monmouthshire, N :) <i se na oe .. 588 


Adjourned at five minutes before One o’cleck. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 6rn APRIL, 1905. 


Sat First.—The Lord Heytesbury sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
brother , ~ + ae 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Leven’s Patent Bill [1.1.].—Presented (pursuant to leave given on Tuesday 
last), andread1l* .. ‘5 ae < = . a 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [1.t.]. 
—Reported, with Amendments .. ” ‘5 i pe ‘a i 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [1.L.].—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments 2 a 


Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill [1.1.].—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments At as He 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [x..].—Second Reading 
(which stands appointed for To-morrow) put oft to Monday next a 


Cardiff Railway Bill [u...].—Report from the Select Committee, That it is 
not expedient to proceed further with the Bill; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table 


Torpoint Urban District Water Bill [1.L.]—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bill; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table a i ec ay, me 


Barry Railway Bill [4...]—Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments is “a “A Ee Me a ~ “3 ‘ 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill; Walker and 
Wallsend Union Gas Bill. Read 2°, and committed .. ae i 


Hull. Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill.— 
Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection a ‘ % me 


Accrington Corporation Bill ; Accrington District Gas and Water Board Bill ; 
Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) Bill; South Suburban Gas Bill; Wrex- 
ham Gas Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 1"; and referred to the 
Examiners ‘ “ +s re hs - 


Education Board Provisonal Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill. 
[u.1.]—A Bill to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the 
Board of Education under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, to enable the 
councils of the county boroughs of Liverpool and Manchester, the County 
of Surrey, and the urban district of Willesden, to put in force the Lands 
Clauses Acts. Was presented by the Lord President (E. Vane (M. London- 
derry) ); read la; tobe printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 41) 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read 2a (according to 
order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow .. 5% 

McConnell’s Divorce Bill [u.1.]. Read 3a (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons ns e es es 45 -. 590 

Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydvil Scheme (Confirmation) Bill 
[H.L.].—Read 3a (according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 590 

PETITIONS. 

StREET Bertine Brit [H.L.].—Petitions in favour of ; of residents in Liverpool 
(13); Swansea; Manchester; Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; and Birmingham. 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. : ne 590 

LicENsED Hovses.—Petitions for early closing of ; of West London Band of 
Hope Union; and Cumberland Congregational Union ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table = i ne yi * i = » £590 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Army (Minitra Tratninc EsTaBiisHMENtS).—Militia Training Return, 1904 591 

Factory AND WorksHoP (PAIntT AND CoLour Works).—Report to the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, by T. M. Legge, Esq., M.D., 

His Majesty’s Medical Inspector of Factories, on the manufacture of paints 
and colours containing lead, as affecting the health of the operatives employed 591 

EMIGRATION Statistics (IRELAND).—Report and tables for the year 1904 591 

TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SErRIEs).—No. 3335. China (Teng Yueh); No. 3336. 
France (Nantes). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 591 
EGYPTIAN GUARANTEED LOAN oF 1885.—Account up to 31st March, 1905 59] 
PEACE PRESERVATION (IRELAND) Act, 1881.—Order in Council, dated Ist April, 

1905, adding Wicklow to the ports at which explosives may be landed 591 

Poturnc Districts (County oF MippLEsEx).—Order, made by the County 
Council of the County of Middlesex, re-arranging the polling districts in 
the Uxbridge Parliamentary Division. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 591 

Advertisements Regulation Bill [x.1.| 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh 59] 
House to be in Committee to-morrow. 

Service of Militiamen Bill [1.v.].—Order of the day for the Third Reading 

read. 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3a.”—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 
The Earl of Wemyss ‘ e ¥i i i es 592 
The Under Secretary of State for War (The Earl of Donoughmore) 594 


On Question, Bill read 3a, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 
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BUSINESS OF THE House. 


Lord Newton 


Moved to resolve, ‘ That it is desirable that a Joint Committee of both 
Houses be appointed to consider the advisability of carrying into effect 
the Resolution relating to Public Business passed by this House on the 
25th of May, 1903.”—(The Lord Newton.) 


The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Onslow) 

Lhe Secretary of State for Foreign meee The Marquess G Lansdow ne) 
Earl Spencer #4 : 

Lord James of Hereford 

Lord Newton 


On Question, their Lordships divided. Contents, 8; Not-Contents, 70. 


Pusiic BILLs. 
Lord James of Hereford 


Moved to resolve, “ That this House, recognising its duties as a deliberative 
Assembly, protests against the practice of introducing Bills into it 
under conditions which afford insufficient time for their consideration, 
and declares its intention to refuse to consider any Bill unless sufficient 
opportunity be afforded for due deliberation thereon.’ —( The Lord James 
of Hereford.) 


Earl Spencer ; 

The Earl of Rosebery 

Viscount Goschen : 

The Lord Archbishop of C anter bury 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 

The Marquess of Ripon 

The Earl of Wemyss 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Six o’Clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, tra APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SUBSTITUTED Bitts (Stanpinc Orper 62 Comptiep Wrrn).—Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, introduced pursuant to 
the provisions of The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
and referred on the First Reading ‘thereof, Standing Order 62 has been com- 
plied with, viz :—Caledonian Railw ay Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 
d 2 
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Great Northern Railway Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time ws ‘ss a4 ss - a in i - 


London Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; Amendments made; Bill to 
be read the third time xe ” Ke F ats 


Birmingham Corporation Bill. (sy OrpeR).—Bretwood Gas Bill (by Order) ; 
Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill (by Order). As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill | Lorps] (sy Orper).—Entre Rios Rail- 
ways Bill [Lords] (by Order); Malvern Water Bill (by Order). Read a 
second time, and committed ee sc sie * 8 : 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) Bill.— Whitechapel and Bow Rail- 
way Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed 


Ealing Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee [Section A]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed - 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act for the suppression of 
Betting in Streets and other public places.” [Streets Betting Bill [ Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to incorporate the Nine Mile Point 
Railway Company; and for other purposes.” [Nine Mile Point Rail- 
way Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to revive and extend the period limited 
for the compulsory purchase of lands and to extend the period limited for 
the construction and completion of the harbour and works authorised by 
The Hastings Harbour Act, 1890, and The Hastings Harbour Act, 1897 ; and 
for other purposes.” [Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for vesting the undertaking of the Har- 
row and Uxbridge Railway Company in the Metropolitan Railway Com- 
pany ; to provide for the consolidation of certain preference stocks of the 
company ; to raise additional capital ; and for other purposes.” [Metro- 
politan Railway Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to Dissolve the Marriage of Sir 
Robert John McConnell, Baronet, of Windsor Avenue, in the county and 
city of Belfast, with Elsie George McConnell, his now wife, and to enable 
him to marry again ; and for other purposes.” [McConnell’s Divorce Bill 
[Lords. ] ; 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [Lords]; Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords]; 
Metropolitan Railway Bill [Lords] ; McConnell’s Divorce Bill [Lords] ; Read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills . . 
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PETITIONS. 


Liquor Trarric Locat Veto (ScoTtanp) Biti.—Petitions in favour; from 
Ayr; Dundee ; and Glasgow (three) ; to lie upon the Table 


Locat AuTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WomeEN) Biii.—Petition from South 
Manchester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire's SIsTER Bitt.—Petitions against ; from Beck- 
ham (four); Brighton; Bromley; Chichester; Hove; Kensington ; 
Lewes (seven); Little Bardfield ; Liverpool; Penzance (two); Peters- 
sham; Rugby ; West Bromwich; and Worthing; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Petry Sessions Cierks (IRELAND) (SALARIES).—Return [presented March 
25rd] to be printed. [No. 115.] , 


Factory AND WorksHop (Paint AND CoLour Works).—Copy presented, of 
Report by T. M. Legge, esquire, His Majesty’s Medical Inspector of Factories, 
on the Manufacture of Paints and Colours containing Lead, as affecting the 
health of the operatives employed [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


EMIGRATION Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Emigration Statistics 
of Ireland for the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


{AILWAYS ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the—Mullingar, Kells, and Drohgeda Railway Bill and the objects 
thereof [pursuant to Standing Order 15&b]; referred to the Committee 
on the Bill 


(CASUALTIES TO Suips.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered August 9th, 
1904; Mr. Lough]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 116.] .. 


Army (Minitra Training EsTaBLISHMENTS).—Copy presented, of the Militia 
Training Return 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


KGYpTIAN GUARANTEED LoAN oF 1885.—Account presented, up to March 51st, 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3355 and 3556 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table 


TRAMWAYS AND Licut RatLways (STREET AND Roap).—Return ordered, “ of 
Street and Road Tramways and Light Railways authorised by Act or 
Order, showing the amount of the Capital authorised, paid up, and expended ; 
the length of line authorised and the length open for the public conveyance 
of passengers down to the 31st day of December, 1904, in respect of Com- 
panies, and the 31st day of March, 1905, in respect of Local Authorities ; the 
gross Receipts, working Expenditure, net Receipts, and appropriation of 
net Receipts ; the number of Passengers conveyed, quantity of Electrical 
Energy used, and the number of miles run by Cars during the year ended 
on the foregoing dates respectively ; together with the number of Horses, 
Engines, and Cars at those dates (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 310, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Bonar Law) ts re 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES.—Return ordered, ‘‘ of the amounts of ‘ 
British Government Securities held by the several Government Depart- 
ments and other Public Offices on the 31st day of March, 1905, specifying 
whether held in England or Ireland (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, ji 
No. 236, of Session 1904) : 








| Other Securities. 
| 
| 
| 





£24 per Cent. f2fper | £24 per | £24 per Cent. 
Consols. | Cents. | Cents. | War Loan. Annuities for Exchequer 
(1905). | 


| 
terms of years.| Bonds and 

| Treasury Bills. 
| 











| 
| | 
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—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) Ns ne ie ee - ae: Ss “O26 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Visit oF THE FreNcH FLEET—FacILitiIes FoR MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT 
TakinG Part IN THE RECEPTION.—Question, Sir Thomas Wrightson (St 


Pancras, E.). Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. a es is es - 


CLosinG oF IrIsH Poticre Stations.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer. 


Mr Walter Long} 526 
FisHERY Boarp Cruiser “ FreyA.’’—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) : 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson as ne oh 4 a oe ~. 627 
PuBLICATON OF REPORT OF LorD MANSFIELD’s ComMMISSION.—Question, Mr. 
Leveson-Gower (Sutherland) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. oe sx ‘628 
BritisH AND ForEIGN SAILORS EMPLOYED ON BritisH Suips.—Question, Sir 
Charles Cayner (Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. aa ES 
PREMIUMS FOR CARRYING Boy SatLtors.—Question, Sir Charles Cayner; An- 
swer, Mr. Bonar Law A; ie i - oh es ne .. 628 
Music Hatt SketcHes.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich); Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas vs a - os ep = ns .. 629 
CoasteuaRD SurGEONS IN IrRELAND.—Question, Mr. O’Kelly (Mayo, N.); 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman i - i - .. 62% 
Sate oF OBSOLETE Dockyarp CHAINs.—Question, Mr. Arthur Henderson 
(Durham, Barnard Castle); Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. oe op wa O29 
Pay oF Inrorp PostmEN.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley... ee me me ts ea cs .. 630 
Lonpon Postat Porters.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); 
Answer, Lord Stanley... i ‘i re * e .. 630 


MEMORIALS OF AssISTANT CLERKS (ABSTRACTOR CLASS).—Question, Mr. Ernest 
Gray (West Ham, N.); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish “i <s .. 631 
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SaLarigg Fees or Law Orricers OF THE CRowN.—Question, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish a xia , 


PROMOTION OF SEcoND CLass CLERKS AND EXAMINING OFFICERS IN THE Cus- 
toms SERVIcE.—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromby); An- 
swer, Mr. Victor Cavendish Ee a om Be 


Unxitep States AND ENGLAND — INTERPRETATION OF THE MOST FAVOURED 
NATION 2-4 lasaaaaa Mr. Brigg ammiaie W.R., Keighley) ; An- 
swer, Earl Percy - 


COMMISSIONERS FOR THE REDUCTION OF THE NATIONAL DeBT.—Question, 
Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ~~ a a 


CIVILIAN SURGEONS ATTACHED TO SouTH AFRICAN ARMY—DOUBLE PAYMENT OF 
INcoME Tax. nine: Mr. O’Doherty sala ci N.); Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain es 35 ey _ 


Irish Heap Lanp ComMIssiIon—APPEAL OF Mr. DENIS CoRKERAN.—Question, 
Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien (Cork) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; 


8r Patrick’s Day CELEBRATION AT CoaGH.—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.): Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


INSPECTION oF IRISH FIRKIN BuTrer.—Question, Mr. 0” ren (Limerick, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long me ; 


SuGGESTED APPOINTMENT OF THE CoMMISSION ON IRISH RAILWAYS.—Question. 
Mr. O’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘ 


FarM OF RINGELLANE, KILcOLGAN.—Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. ' * 


RULES UNDER THE IrRIsH Lanp Act, 1903.—Question, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. ‘a et a ‘ 


STRENGTH OF RoyAL IrRIsH CONSTABULARY IN County RoscOMMON.—Question, 
Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long a4 


CasE oF EXx-LizuTENANT Kineston.—Question, Sir George Fardell (Padding- 
ton, S.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. oy. Ps 


CIVILIAN SURGEONS ATTACHED TO SouTH AFRICAN ARMy—Customs REBATE.— 
Question, Mr. O’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


COLONIAL CONFERENCE EMIGRATION TO THE CoLONIES.—Question, Mr. Crooks ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour. . a is 7 ; 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


VOLUNTEERS IN THE SouTH ArRgican War.—Question, Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, 
Chelmsford) ; Answer, The cepecwe-tes of State for War ne Arnold-Forster, 
Belfast, W.) i , 


Mitra EncampmMent—Dininc TENTS.—Questions, Mr. Courtney Warner 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield); Answers, The Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Mr. Bromley Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) i 
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War} Orrick PurcHases oF Crvitian CLoruinc. Question, Mr. Courtney 
Warner; Answer. Mr. Bromley-Davenport .. és sis ee én 


CONVERSION OF SERVICE RIFLES.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; Answer, 
Mr. Bromley Davenport .. os “ 4 “ e os 

Norta Raxprowraun} &, Mine—Coonie Srrike.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.) and Mr. Whitley (Halifax); Answers, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) = 


AGREEMENT WITH AFGHANISTAN.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) 5 a mm Ee s re Y o 


THE ANGLO-FRENCH CONVENTION AND GERMANY.—Question, Mr. Labouchere 
(Northampton) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, §.).. 


THE New Post Orrick Waces ScHEME.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green); Answer, The Postmaster General — Stanley, Lanca- 
shire, Westhoughton) ‘Sa o3 ws 


Post OrricE WaGES—THE INCREASE OF THE Minimum SaLary.—Question, 
Mr. Nannetti; Answer, Lord Stanley . . 


LEARNERS AND THE NEW WaAGEs ScHEME.—Question, Mr. Nannetti; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ne - oe ex - ee os ee 


Posi Orrice Savincs Bank ReEtuRN No. 88.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Sea ENCROACHMENT NEAR BRIGHTON.—Question, Sir H. Aubrey Fletcher 
(Sussex Lewis) and Mr. John Burns (Battersea); Answer, T he President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


EXxcHEQUER IssuEs.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) .. 


CuinesE War I[npDEMNITY.—Question, Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh), E.) and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish es u re “e 


UnDERFED ScHooL CHILDREN — TEACHERS’ DutiIEs.—Question, Sir John Gorst 
(Cambridge University); Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford University)... 


PavuPER CHILDREN IN PuBLIC ELEMENTARY ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Ernest Gray 


(West Ham, N.); Answer, Sir William Anson .. 


CHURCH ATTENDANCE OF ScHOOL CHILDREN oy[saints’ Days.—Question, Mr. 
Emest Gray; Answer, Sir William Anson. ee Ke = 


PROVISION IN PARLIAMENT AGAINST SUDDEN ILLNESS OF MEMBERS.—Questions, 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), Mr. C. R. Spencer (Northamptonshire, Mid.) 
and} Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answers, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 
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si: Antony MacDonneLL.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast) and Mr. William 
Moore (Antrim, W.); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter 
Long, Bristol, 8.) . os xa at es Ws wi . is 


(.\LWAY UNTENANTED Lanps—CasE or Mr. RoTHWELL.—Question, Mr. Roche 
(Galway, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long *% 


PUTATOE GROWING TRIALS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cor 
Co., N.E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 
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Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. oa a “a 


Kine Harman Estate, County Roscommon.—Question, Mr. James O’Kelly 
(Roscommon, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


DrumconratH MepicaL Retier DIspENSARY.—Question, Mr. Nolan; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long : 


RATHMOLYN AND KILDALKEY PoLice STATIONS.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


New Epucation Rute 127 (b).—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long i + ea - a - 


(GRANT FOR AGRICULTURAL ScHEMES IN KeERRy.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ss a 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTS IN Cavan.—Questions, Mr. Vincent Kennedy 
(Cavan, W.) and Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long a ie “s a oe we wie “a “i 


Irtsh Lanp Purcnase—Instructions To INspEcToRS.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘is , 


LONGFIELD Estate, County Roscommon.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long ae ie 


Gootp Estate, County Limerick.—Question, Mr. O’Shaughnessy , Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long we #e ik “ ne as ul 


ComMMISSIONERS OF IRISH LigHTs.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick); Answer, 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar — 
Glasgow, Blackfriars) . ‘ . . a ie p 
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Batutna Post Orrice Reviston.—Question, Mr. O’Kelly; Answer, Lord 
Stanley + 7” i ey a = as 


Ir1sH TELEGRAPH MEsSENGERS—Cap and Boot ContTrActs.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti; Answer, Lord Stanley 


‘UNDERFED ScHooL CHILDREN.—Questions, Dr .Macnamara and Mr. Crooks ; 
Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) he 


PENSION REGULATIONS.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara and Sir J. Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Scottish CuurcH DispuTeE.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ee ee ste sxe a es a in 


‘CiviL SERvIcE EstTIMATES.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Notts., Rushcliffe) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ; , : 


THe Home Service AkMy.—Question, Major Seely (Isle of Wight); Answer, 
Mr. Arnold Forster “a 5 we a + = 


Tue Position oF JunrioR LoRD OF THE TREASURY.—Questions, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) and Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BusINESs OF THE Hovuse.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


-New MemBer Sworn.—Ernest Amherst Villiers, Esquire, for the Borough of 
Brighton ids 


‘THe CHAIRMAN OF Ways AND Means.—The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means 


NEW BILLS. 


‘Trades Unions Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to Trades Unions,” pre- 
sented by Sir Alfred Hickman ; supported by Sir James Heath, Sir William 
Tomlinson, Mr. Arthur Heath, and Mr. Galloway ; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 151.] 


‘Tuberculosis (Animals) Preventionand Compensation Bill.—‘‘ To provide 
for the Payment of Compensation to the owners of carcases of animals con- 
demned after slaughter, and destroyed by order of a magistrate, on accountof 
Tuberculosis, and to assist in the Prevention of Tuberculosis,” presented by 
Mr. Ernest Gray ; supported by Lord Henry Cavendish Bentinck, Sir Joseph 
Dimsdale, Mr. Field, Mr. Charles McArthur, Mr. David MacIver, Mr. Samuel 
Roberts, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. William Rutherford, Mr. Schwann, and Mr. 
Tomkinson ; to be read a second time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 152.] 


Supply of Electricity Bill.‘ To amend the Acts relating to Electric Light- 
ing,” presented by Mr. Bonar Law ; to be read a second time upon Thursday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 153.] es , 
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Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Acts Amendment (No. 2) Bill —“ To amend 
the Law relating to Fisheries in Ireland, and for the better protection 
thereof,” presented by Sir Henry Seton-Karr ; supported by Sir Herbert 
Maxwell, Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald, Mr. Grenfell, Captain Bagot, and 
Colonel Nolan ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 10th May, and 
to be printed. [ Bill 154] “a - a a 


SuppLy [4TH ALLOTTED Day] [5TH APRIL]. 
Resolution reported. 
Army Estimates, 1905-6. 


“ That a sum not exceeding £10,101,000 be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for the Pay, etc., of His Majesty’s Army (including 
Army Reserve) at Home and Abroad (exclusive of India), which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1906.” 


Resolution read a second time. 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out * £10,101,000,’ and insert ‘ £10,100,900. ”—( Mr. 
McCrae.) 


Question proposed, ** That ‘ £10,101,000 ’ stand part of the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) 

Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, Ince) 

Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) 

Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Ste pney) 

Sir A. Hayter (Walsall) 

General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverforduwest) 

Mr. Guest (Plymouth) 

Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 

Mr. Abel Smith (Hertfordshire, Hertford) 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) .. 

Colonel Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) 

The Financial Secretary to the War Office ( Mr. Bromley Dacenport Che- 
shire, Macclesfield) es ‘s 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney jie nee 

Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E.) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Captain Bagot (Westmoreland, Kendal) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


Ix 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill—| By Orper]: Epping Gas Bill [By re 
—Read the third time. and passed *.. 72 


Great Eastern Railway Bill [By Orper] (Kixe’s Consent SicNiFIED).— 
Read the third time, and passed “ $5 #s pee 7 a a 


Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill—[By Orper]; Loughborough 
Corporation Bill{By Order]; Norwich Union Life Insurance Society Bill 
[By Order]; Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames Electric Fey Bill 
[By Order].—Read the third time, and passed 9% 721 


GREAT NORTHERN (IRELAND) AND M1IpLAND RatLway BILL | By ORDER]. 
The Deputy-Chairman (Mr. Jeffreys, Hampshire, NN.) .. is ve 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Resolution of the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders of 14th March in the case of the Petition 
of the Portadown Urban District Council praying to be heard against the 
said Bill be referred back to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
with a view to consider whether, under the circumstances of the case, 
Standing Order 128 should be dispensed with in respect of the said 
Petition.” —(The Deputy-Chairman.) 


Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 722 
Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Walford) 722 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) a 722 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 104; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 104.) 
Loca GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrpERS (No. 2) BrLt—[By OrpeER]; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (By Order]; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Poor wii Bill iLBy — —Read a second time a 
and committed... ; .. 725 
Supp.y (4TH ALLOTTED Day) [5Tz Aprit] Report. 
Order read for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment [6th April] t> 
Resolution, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding £10,101,000, be granted t> 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge for the Pay, &c., of His Majesty’s 
Army (including Army Reserve) at Home and Abroad (exclusive of 
India), which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst dav of March, 1°06.” 
Which Amendment was— Ki 
“To leave out ‘ £10,101,000,’ and insert £10,100,900.’ °—(Mr. 
McCrae). 
Question again proposed, “ That £10,101,000° stand part of the said 
Resolution.” 
Captain Bagot ae iF : ee a .. 125 
Major Seely (Isle of W ight) . ds ‘3 eh i ¥ .. 724 


Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) we Se = sis i .. 732 
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Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) .. 
Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8.) .. 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold. Forster, Belfast, W. ). 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 209; Noes, 167. (Division List No. 105). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


And, it being after Midnight, and objection being taken to further proceed- 
ing, Mr. SPEAKER proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. SecreTaRY ARNOLD-ForSTER rose in his place, and claimed 
to move, “ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
«The House divided :—Ayes, 214; Noes, 140. (Division List No. 106.) 


Question put accordingly, “‘ That this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the said Resolution.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 146. (Division List No. 107.) 
Army (Annual) Biil. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee). 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) a or me Re aa 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 23, to leave out Sub-section (1).”—(Mr. Charles 
Hobhouse.} 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out to the second 
word ‘ the,’ in page 2, line 26. stand part of the clause.” 


The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, es W » 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) - ‘ 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) P 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) . 

Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ‘a a 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Stafordshire, L ibe) 

Mr. Churchill 
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Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvi/) 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse 

Major Seely 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158; Noes, 123. (Division List No. 108.) 

Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out, to the 
_ second word * the,’ in page 2, line 26, stand part of the clause.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 109.) 

Whereupon Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTtER moved, “* That the Question 

‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 110.) 

Question put accordingly “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 111.) 


Clause 3 :— 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress ; and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord ine the on - A.J. heii 
Manchester, E.) 

Mr. McCrae 

Mr. Joseph Walton 

Mr. Lloyd-George  .. 

Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N ) 


Mr. A. J. Batrour rose in his place,and claimed to move, “That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150; Noes, 113. (Division List No. 112.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 112; Noes, 150. (Division List No. 113.) 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
Mr. O' Mara 

Colonel Welby (Taunton) 
Mr. Lloyd-George 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 11, to leave out the words ‘ the prices specified in 


229 


the Schedule to this Act,’ and insert the words ‘ reasonable prices.’ ”— 
(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Major Seely 


Mr. Secretary ArNotp-Forster rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 146; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 114.) 


(Juestion put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided .—Ayes, 145; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 115.) 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 145; Noes, 100. (Division List No. 116.) 


Whereupon Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER moved, “ That the Question 
‘That the clause stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


(Juestion put accordingly, “ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 145; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 117.) 


Mr. Keir Hardie . o. os oe oe 
Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) 


A New Clause (Exhibition of abstract in recruiting stations),— (Mr. Keir 
Hardie),—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Arnold- Forster Re 
Mr, J. A. Pease (Es;ex, Safiron Walde 1) ie 
Mr. Joseph Walton a 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141; Noes, 96. (Division List No. 118.) 
(Question put accordingly, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 94; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 119.) 


Mr. Lloyd-George 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Chairman do report 
Progress ; and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 


Mr. A, J. Batrovr rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘ That the Question 


be now put.” 
Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 141; Noes, 96. (Division List No. 120.) 


(Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 96; Noes, 141 .(Division List No. 121.) 


Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) .. 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) . 


New Clause (Prohibition of corporal punishment)—(.WUr. Bright)—brought 
up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Bromley Davenport, 
Cheshire, Macclesfield) zs ss 4a st * “ 

Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. 

The Attorney-General (Sir Robert seaie Tnverness 8 Burgh) 

Mr. Joseph Walton 

Mr. Lloyd-George 

Colonel Welby 

Mr. McKenna 


question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 89; Noes, 156. (Division List No. 122.) 
Major Seely .. oe 


New Clause (Prisons Act, 1898)—(Major Seely)—brought up, and read 
the first time 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause be read asecond 
time.” 


Sir Robert Finlay 

Mr. McKenna 

Mr. Lloyd-George 

Sir Robert Finlay 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 
Mr. McKenna . 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 87 ; Noes, 138. (Division List No. 123.) 


Mr. McKenna.. ep 
Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 
Mr. McCrae .. ~ 2 
Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 5 = ee 
Mr. Higham (Yorkshire, W.R., Sowerby) .. 


New Clause (Amendments of Section 4 of Army Act, 1881)—(Mr. Higham) 
—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse 
Major Seely .. “i 
Mr. Swift MacNeill .. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 77; Noes, 153. (Division List No. 124), 
Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) 


Another New Clause (Punishment)—(Mr. John O’Connor)—brought up, 
and read the first time. 


859 
860 
861 
862 


863 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir Robert Findlay 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 82; Noes. 135, (Division List No. 125.) 


Schedule :— 


Mr. J. H. Lewis 

Mr. Arnold-Forste; 

Mr. Keir Hardie a 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mr. Arnold-Forster . ae 
Mr. J. H. Lewis ate 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse 


Schedule agreed to. 
Preamble agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


And, it being after One of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House 
without Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Nine o’clock a.m, 


VOI. CXLIV, [Fourtn SErres.] e 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 7rx APRIL, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—Morley Corporation. 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table * a ae Sts 
Rhymney Railway Bill te fe ‘h Baiakeid from the Select Committee, with 3 
Amendments : 873 i 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill [x.1.].—The order made on 
Tuesday the 7th of March last appointing certain Lords the Select Com- 
mittee to consider the Bill, discharged ms ak “i e5 .. 873 


Clacton-on-Sea Commissioners Bill [1.t.].—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bili; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table eee ra x ¥ - .. 893 ( 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction ~vmaiied ead 
donment) Bill.—Read 2", and committed for Tuesday next 873 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill.—Read 2", and committed a “3 ~+ 813 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [x.1.}: Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [un L.]: Clyde pies Bill aa L } Read 5", and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ae ; im <a Sie 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill; Epping Gas Bill; Great Eastern Rail- 
~ way Bill; Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill; Loughborough Cor- 
poration Bill; Norwich Union Life Insurance Society Bill; Weybridge and 


Walton-upon-Thames Electric Supply Bill. Brought from the Commons : 7 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners a ey Se i se, OES 
PETITIONS. 
Sunpay CLosine (SHops) B1Lt | i.1.].—Petitions to be heard by counsel against; 


of Jewish Master Bakers’ Association ; Whitechapel and Spitalfields Coster- 
monger and Street Sellers’ Union ; and persons signing ; read, and referred 


to the Select Committee ne ors oa ne “a ae ee 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. l 
TraDE Reports—ANNUAL Srertes.—No. 3337. Ni icaragua a ay ae “Sia 


Prisons (ScoTLaND) Act, 1877. —Twenty-seventh Annual Report of the Prison 
Commissioners for Scotland, being the sixty-sixth Annual Repert on Prisons E 
in Scotland. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table - 


GREEK Loan or 1898.—Account up to March 3lst, 1905 .. 
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SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury minute, dated April 3rd, 105, declaring that 
Alfred Richard Nightingale, assistant in the London Postal Service, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadvertance on the 
part of the head of his Department 


Po.tcE (CouNTIES AND Boroveus), ENGLAND AND WaLes.—Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary, for the yearended September 29th, 
1904, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table 


Sunday Closing (Shops) Bill [...].—The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be printed, but no copies to be delivered 
out, except to members of the Committee and such other persons as the Com- 
mittee shall think fit, until further order. (No. 42.) 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order); Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 33* on Monday next .. 


Continuation Schools Bill [u..]. [Seconp Reapixc].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford 


Moved, ** That the Bill be now read 2%.” —( The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 

The President of the Couneil and President of the Board of Education 
(The Marquess of Londonderr v) ¥ - me es 

The Marquess of Ripon ; 

The Lord Bishop of Hereford 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 14; Not contents, 16. 
THE QUADRANT OF REGENT STREET. 


Viscount Ridley ‘ 
The First Commissioner of W orks (Lord W indsor) 


THe IMperRIAL YEOMANRY COMMITTEE’S ACCOUNTS. 


Lord Harris bg re i ei 
The Under Secretary of State jo Wa ar . (The ‘Eal o} Donoughmore) 
Lord Shuttleworth ns - e* “ 


Advertisements Regulation Bill.—Bill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived. 
Bill recommitted to a Committee of the Whole House ; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 43) ae 


Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, Amendment Bill [x..|.—A Bill to amend Section 
82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. Was presented by the Lord Chancellor 
read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 44) éé ae va ‘ “ 


House adjourned at half-past Six o’clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 7rx APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [Lorps] (Stanpinc OrpERS Nor PReEviousLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH.—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Tralee Urban District Council 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time . 


Croydon Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment) Bill [Lorps].— 
Read a second time, and committed .. ay “s F a“ sta 

Private Britis (Group G).—Sir JoserH Leese reported from the Committee 
on Group G of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at a quarter-past Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table : 


Street Betting Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 155] .. “3 den 


MEssaGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
amend the Law relating to the Area of Service of the Regular Militia when 
embodied.” [Service of Militiamen Bill [Lords.] 
| 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm a scheme made by a Com- 
mittee of the Lords of His Majesty’s Privy Council under the Municipal 
Corporation Acts 1882 and 1885, relating to Merthyr Tydfil.” [Municipal 
Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Confirmation) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to provide for the sale of the Chapel of 

Saint Paul, Great Portland Street, and for the endowment of the Chapel 
of Saint Peter, Vere Street, in the event of that Chapel having a district 
assigned to it ; and for other purposes connected therewith.” [Marylebone 
Chapels Bill [Lords. } 
Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the time for the compulsory 
purchase of lands and for the construction of the tramways and works 
authorised by the Mexborovgu and Swinton Tramways Act, 1902, and the 
Rawmarsh Urban District Council (Tramways) Act, 1900; and for other 
purposes.” [Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill 
{Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to transfer the Renfrew Harbour 
Undertaking to the Trustees of the Clyde Navigation; to abandon the 
works authorised by The Renfrew Burgh and Harbour Extension Act, 1899 ; 
and for other purposes.” [Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords] .. 
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Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Confirmation) Bill 


[Lorps].—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions fr 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 156.] .. 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lorps] ; Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [Lords]; Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords].—Read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Aberdare Tramways Bill.—Reported, with Amendments; Report to li> 
upon the Table, and to be printed es vs ws ve ee . 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTIon (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petition from Perth, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table 


Liguor Trarric Loca Vero (ScoTLtanp) Brtt.—Petition from Dunoon, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


LocAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Briit.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Exeter ; Holbeck ; and Leeds ; to lie upon the Tablé .. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S Sister BILL.—Petitions against ; from 
Barnes ; Battersea; Berkhampstead; Bexley; Bollington; Bosworth : 
Brighton (four); Buckhurst Hill: Charlton; Chelmsford; Derby : 
Edinburgh (two); Gainsborough; Garboldisham:; Guildford; Harrow 
Green ; Hatfield; Hove (two); Ilfracombe; Kennington; Melbourne ; 
Monmouth; Oxford; Parkstone; Saffron Walden; St. Giles; St. 
Pancras ; Sydenham ; Wimborne ; and Woodeaton ; to lie upon the Table 


SuGAR Tax.—Petition from Leeds, for repeal ; to lie upon the Table 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BiLL.—Petition from Bristol, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Po.ice (Counties AND BorouGus, ENGLAND AND WatEs).—Copy presented, 
of Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for the year ended 
29th September, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 117] .. i - ” ss a - oe ae 


Prisons (ScoTLAND).—Copy presented, of Twenty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Prison Commissioners for Scotland, being the Sixty-sixth Annual Report 
on Prisons in Scotland, 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


SupeRANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 3rd 
April, 1905, declaring that Alfred Richard Nightingale, Assistant in the 
London Postal Service, was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his aes iby At); 
to lie upon the Table ie bs <a ; . 


(;REEK LOAN oF 1898.—Account amie up to 3lst March, 1905 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table es - es - ” * 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs). —Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consu'at 
Reports, Annual Series No. 3337 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scotcn Ex-ELEMENTARY ScHOOL TEACHERS IN RECEIPT OF PENSIONS.—Ques: 
tions, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. 908 


ENGLISH AND WELSH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS IN RECEIPT OF PENSIONS. 
—Question. Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Sir William Anson .. sia 7) 4 


UnDERFED Scnoot CHILDREN AT LEEDS.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answers, Sir William Anson and Mr. Gerald Balfour... 2. 909 


ConDITION oF ENGINES AND BoILer Tuses or H.M.S. ‘“‘ Latona.’’—Question, 


Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman ive ae ve O80 
REMOVAL OF RAILINGS IN GREEN Park.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, Lord Balcarres ie if i = ae sa 
QUARTERLY RETURN oF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE—SUGGESTED IssUE AS 
PARLIAMENTARY Papers.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain =, oe = SS 3 2 a te) 


SALARIES OF IRIsH ScHOOL TreacHERS.—Question, Dr. Macnama ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. a - ee ee a es ae as 92 


Irish Ex-Tracners IN Receipt or Penstons.—Question, Dr. Macnamara : 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. ie a “is ‘is ‘ie xs. cle 


Dunprum CenTraL AsyLUM—REGULATIONS REGARDING LETTERS WRITTEN 


BY PATIENTS.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long «OS 

je & 

Mr. Youne’s Estate, Cutparr, INnisHowEN.—Question, Mr, O'Doherty ; I 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. — a6 oy = a i ~~ we 


Army—Numper or Recrvuits.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster - Ns ne ae es as O14 


Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill—[Sreconp Reapine].—Order 
for Second Reading read. 


Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) “ Ry oe és ~» O14 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Mr. Griffith Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) .. mr «a - -- 918 


Sir Ernest Flower (Bradford, W.) .. a ae we a eo (928 C 


Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day fortnight.’ (Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) a es an en .- 


Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) . - = a vo OG 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ps < ea zs OB 
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Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) .. % ¥% és - a 8 
Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) % es i oe .. 933 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) .. re a es ‘a xv ao 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ve ‘i re “a on -. 8 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 149: Noes, 64. (Division List No 126.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc.” —(Colonel Denny). 


Sir Francis Powell (Wigan).. ‘3 hs ts « 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushelife) fe ee ae we” 94S 
Mr. Talbot (Oxjord University) .. we ee ne ss .. 949 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) .. a a ms ve oe .» 948 
Sir Brampton Gurdon Pe ; - is - .. 1 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) . - “P a a «~ wl 
Mr. Seely (Lincoln) .. = Be ae es sa+ Ses 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, W. ) 4 .? es wg — Se 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) : Ss. - 5% 23 .. 999 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) i e r a -- 34 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) .. : a ae ae ae .. 954 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.).. ay SY ve = ae .- 955 


Question put. 
The House divided :—~Avyes, 149; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 127.) 
Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill—{Seconp Reavine |.—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill now be read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 4 Be oy a a 959 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W.) - = * i oe 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckive RP ws .* “? a 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Trade, ete. 


Coal Mines Employment Bil].—Considered in Committee ; Committee report 
progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 53 = ae re .. 960 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House do now adjourn.’ 


Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) -» 960 
The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildjord) -« 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes before Six o'clock till “fonday 
next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [x...].—A Bill to dissolve the marriage of Jane Sarah 
Victoria Lautour, of Ansty House, Erdington, in the county of Warwick, 
with Ernest Lautour, her husband, and to enable her to marry again, and for 
other purposes. Presented (on Petition), and a copy of the proceedings in 
and of the Decree of Divorce of the King’s Bench, Matrimonial Division, of 
the High Court of Justice in Ireland. Delivered (on oath). Billread 1" .. 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [{1.1.].—Petition of Jane Sarah Victoria Lautour, 
praying that substituted service of a copy of the Bill, and of the Order for 
the Second Reading thereof, and of all other Orders connected therewith, be 
made upon Mr. Frank W. Faulkner, of 7, Chandos Street, Cavendish Square, 
London, solicitor; read. Ordered, That the said Petition be considered to- 
morrow 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with: Accrington Corporation; Accrington District Gas and 
Water Board; South Suburban Gas; Wrexham Gas. The same were 
ordered to lie on the Table 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [1.1.]—Reported, with Amendments 
Sheffield University Bill [4.1.].—Committee to meet To-morrow 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [1.1.}—A witness to attend on the hearing of the 
Petition for substituted service oe ‘ a we = 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Commercial Union Assur- 
ance Bill [u.L.]; Clacton Improvement Bill [H.u.]; Truro Water Bill [H.L.]. 
Read 3", and passed, and sent to the Commons ; oT 7 


Administrative County of Loadon and District Electric Power Company 
Bill (1... }.—The Earl of Campervowy, Chairman of the Select Committee, 
informed the House, That the Lord Romilly was unable, on account of illness, 
to continue his attendance on Thursday and Friday last and this day, and 
that the Committee continued sitting on those days in the absence of the Lord 
Romilly, all parties having consented thereto ; read, and agreed to 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill [.1.]; Bangor (County Down) 
Water and Improvement Bill [H.t.]; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill 
[u.L.]; Bridgewater Canals Bill [H.t.] ; University College, London(Transfer) 
Bill [u.L.]; Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Companies Bill [1.t.] ; 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [#.L.] ; Formby 
Township Bill [x.1.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [u.u.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Earl of Yarborough be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee in the place of the Lord 
Castlemaine ; read, and agreed to 


Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Company 
ill [#.L.] ; East London and Lower Thames Electric Power Bill [#.1.]; 
Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Corporation Bill [#.L.]. Leave 
given to the Select Committee to adjourn over To-morrow ms ate 
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City of London Electric Lighting Company Bill (x.1.]; Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [.L.] ; Metropolitan Electric Supply 
Company (Various Powers) Bill [4.L.]; North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill [#.1.]; Central Electric Supply Bill [u.L.]; County of London 
Electric Supply Company Bill [H.1.]. Leave given to the Select Com- 
mittee to adjourn over To-morrow . 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Read 5" (according to 
order), and passed a a ie oe a re ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Terabe Reports: ANNUAL Series.—No. 3358. Italy (Finances). 


[xpustRIAL ALcoHoL ComMitTEE.—Report of the Departmental Committee 
on Industrial Alcohol. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Gas Companies (METROPOLIS).—Accounts of the Metropolitan gas companies 
for the year 1904 


Pottinc Districts (City or MANcHESTER).—Order made by the council of the 
city of Manchester dividing the Parliamentary borough of Manchester into 
polling districts 





SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury minute, dated 4th April, 1905, granting a retired 
allowance to William H. Wood, Engineer-in-Chief’s Department, General 
Post Office, under Section 2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Patents, Designs, and Trade Marks (Registration of Patents Agents) Bill 
|H.L.].—Read 2 (according to order). and committed to a Committee cf the 
Whole House on Thursday next 

THe EARTHQUAKE IN INpIA. 

The Under Secretary of State for India (The Marquess of Bath) 
THe BALLASTING OF MERCHANT Suites. 
Lord Muskeiry 
Lord Wolverton 
Earl Spencer 
Patents Designs, and Trade Marks (Registration of Patent Agents) 


Bill [H.L.]. [Second Reapine].—Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lord Coleridge 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Lord Coleridge.) 
Lord Wolverton 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 
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COLONIAL GOVERNORS. 


Lord Monk Bretton 
The Under Secretary of State fo the ( ‘olonies he Duke yi Marlboroug a 


The Earl Aberdeen 
The Marquess of Ripon .. 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (The M arquess of Lansdow ne) 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS : MONDAY, 10TH APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at, Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
standing Orders not previously inquired into,and which are applicable thereto 
have been complied with, viz.:—West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill | Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. 


Private BILt Petitions (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—Worcestershire County 
‘Council (Bridges) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders re - ‘s Re 


Acton Sewage Bill ; Birmingham Corporation Bill; Brentwood Gas Bill. 
Read the third: time and passed . - - ns wa + 


Great dia Gas Bill. Read the third time, and passed. [New 
Title} : ae aes si ae ae és a 


Great Northern Railway Bill (Kinc’s consENT sIGNIFIED).—Bill read the 
third time, and passed - ach i bis “s = “ 


Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement Bill (K1Nc’s CONSENT SIGNIFIED).— 
Bill read the third time, and passed ‘im si vie ge es 


London Gas Bill ; ‘Mie and Retford Railway Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed ie ni es vs 


Otley Improvement Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. [New Title] 


seaham Gas Bill ; Sunderland and South Shields Water Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed - es is 
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North Sussex Gas Bill.— As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 86 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill.— As amended, to be considered To-morrow 86 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill |Lorps]; Metropolitan District eis Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and committed B: ; 986 


Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads Bill [Lorps]. Read a second time, and 
committed. us ae en - oa va .. 986 


PETITIONS. 


Lanp VaAtues (TAXaTION).—Petition from Pembroke, for legislation ; to lie 
upon the Table... ie “i - wd ‘i a ea oo 8 


Ligvor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTLaNp) Brti.—Petitions in favour; from 
Anniesland ; Biggar; and Buckie; to lie upon the Table .. ye .. 986 


MarrtaGE wit A Deceasep Wire's Sister Biii.—Petitions against ; from 
Chippenham; Hammers:nith; aid Poplar; to lie upon the table -. 986 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILi.—Petition from Sheffield, against ; to lie upon the 
Table i - Ps ae .- 986 


SuipowNeERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) BILL.—Petition from the Scottish Trade 
Protection Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ia ee .. 986 


TrapE Marks Bitt.—Petition from the Scottish Trade Protection Society, in 
favour to lie upon the Table .. e ee a: i ee ate ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PoLLinG Districts (CITY OF MANCHESTE r).—Copy presented, of Order made bv 
the Council of the City of Manchester dividing the Parliamentary Borough 
of Manchester into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ~~ 98% 


Irish Lanp ComMIssIon (ESTATES ComMMIssIONERS).—Copy presented, of Report 
of the Estates Commissioners for the period from Ist November, 105, to 
31st December, 104 | by Command]; to lie upon the Table.. o- -. 987 


COMMISSION OF THE Pract (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
|ordered 14th March; Mr. Patrick Seuss eeiniigd to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. |No. 118.] . 23 xe a .. 987 


[NpustTRIAL ALCOHOL ComMITTer.—Copy presented, of Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Industrial Alcohol [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table nm an re - * < vs xd .. 987 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 4th 
April, 1905, granting to William H. Wood, Engineer-in- -Chief’s Department, 
sy Office, a retiring allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table Fe ae os ae ret Same Vole 5 és .. 987 


Coat Imports (FraNncr).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 29th 
March ; Sir Thomas Wrightson]; to lie upon the Table i “a oo 98% 
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TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SeRiEs).—Copy presented, of Dipomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3558 [bv Command] to lie upon the 
Table ; 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1905-6).—Copv ordered, of ‘‘ Statement of Revenue and 
Expenditure as laid before the House by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
when opening the Budget.”—(Mr. Victor Cavendish). 

bra: 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
110] Pe 


LocaL AuTHoRITIES (TRANSFER OF TREASURY Powers) BILL.—Copy ordered, 
‘of Memorandum explanatory of the Local Authorities (Transfer of 
Treasury Powers) Bill.’—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
102! ‘ 


Loca, TaxaTION (GRANTs IN Alp).—Return ordered, “ showing the amounts 
distributed in respect of the financial year 1904-5 to each county council and 
parish council in Scotland, under Section 4 (3) of The AgriculturalRates, 
Congested Districts, and Burgh Land Tax Relief (Scotland) Act, 1896,and 
Section 2 (1) of The Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1898.’”—(Mr. 
Black) 


East Inpia (APPEALS). 


Address for “ Return cf rules, as last revised, governing the submission of 
Appeals to the Government of India from the orders of subordinate 
authorities, and to the Secretary of State in Council from the orders 
of the Government of India and the Governments of Madras and 
Bombay.” 


“And also of the number of such Appeals submitted for the consideration 
of the Secretary of State in Council during the six years ending the 
31st day of December, 1904, giving the number in each year separately, 
and showing how many were forwarded to the Secretary of State for 
orders and how many were withheld in India, and how these statistics 
compared with the corresponding figures for the six years ending the 
31st day of December, 1898."—(Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree) .. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Brancu Post OFrices 1x Lonpon.—Question, Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley es i sie i - ie 


Mayo Extra Porice.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long - i se we or i us Ka me - 


ALIEN IMMIGRANTS FROM THE CONTINENT.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shore- 
ditch, Hoxton); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law e4 ‘% “ + ae 


Reeort oF ADMIRATLY COMMITTEE ON DesiGns.—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answer, Mr. Pretyman es ne ‘ 
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swer, Mr. Walter Long be a Be Pe = 


Swine Fever IN WEXFORD.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexiord, 8.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long ; ; 


* DucHEss OF CoRNWALL” SEED Porarors.—Question, Mr. Wm. Abraham (Cork 
Co., N.E.}; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. a ae xs ne a 


PRESERVATION OF FAUNA IN BRITISH AFRICA.—Question, Sir Herbert Maxwell 
(Wigtonshire) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton ay es ws iF “a 


PROFITS OF PREMIER DIAMOND MINE.—Question, Mr. Rose (Cambridgeshire, 
Newmarket) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. és 7 ne ea ax 


MILITARY AND NAVAL SERVICE AND Civi_ PeNsions.—Question, Sir J. Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. 
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Mr. Walter Long Py: Ae. me ad an ay rs «« 1083 


(TURTEENRAINEE Faro, County TrepERARY.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long d «- 1084 

Maticious DamMaGe Ciatms Av LimerIcK.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, 
Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long a 1033 

THe Estates COMMIssIONERS—INsTRUCTIONS TO [NSPECTORS.—Question, Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs); Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long xe ee “a ve = es ‘3 wi .. 1034 
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BELFAsT MAIL Service.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Lord Stanley 1O34 


ARMAGH Post OFFICE—CATHOLIC CLERKS’ GRIEVANCE.—Question, Mr. John 
Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley rr es 43 .. L034 


AGHALEE PostaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin; Answer, 
Lord Stanley vie a“ es me es ‘si “ os oe 3038 


KILLARNEY—RaiL AnD Hore Tickets.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law $6 os 0 ie wre na xt a .. 1035 


TREATMENT OF NATIVE RAcES.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly (Roscommon, 
N.) Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, A. 
J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) a %. es ve xe cs .. 1036 


ScotcH Epucation Brtit.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. + i ne SG a : <a .. 1036 


ScorrisH PEERS AND THE FRANCHISE.—Question. Master of Ehbank (Edin- 
burgh, Midlothian) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour os ra a .. 1036 


MANAGEMENT OF QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY AND THE ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION. 
Question, Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University); Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour sis ae nit ad A ae a ws LOBT 


ScorrisH CHurcH DispurE.—Question, Mr. Finlay (Lanarkshire, N.E.); 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour MG oe ae a io sh . 1037 


ForEIGN TRAWLERS REGULATION BILL.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour vie oe ae ay pet 2g xa LOSS 


ScorrisH CuurcH DispureE.—Questions, Mr. Wallace (Perth) and Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. me ce i «4038 


Army RECRUITING.—Questions, Mr. Lambert ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1039 


Lonpon Rares.—Questions, Mr. Benn (Devonport), and Sir George Bartley ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour fe oy os me x ei .. 1LO40 


Education (Provision of Meals) Bill.—Order for Second Reading Tomorrow 
read, and discharged. 
Bill withdrawn ae ws oie ae ne <a ae .. 110 


NEW BILLS. 


Mortgage of Premises Bill.—* To amend the Law in regard to the Mortgaging 
of Premises containing trade machinery,” presented by Sir William Holland ; 
supported by Mr. Crombie and Mr. Parkes ; ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 157] . . - es - .. 14 


Bills of Exchange Bill.—“ To provide for the registration of dishonoured 
Bills of Exchange, and to allow summary judgment thereon,” presented 
by Sir William Holland ; supported by Mr. Crombie and Mr. Parkes; to 
be read a second time upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 158} .. 104 
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Infectious Diseases (Ireland) Bill—* To make further provision towards th 
prevention of Infectious Diseases in Ireland, presented by Mr. Walter Long ; 
supported by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland ; to be read a second time 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 159]... ia is ee .. lod 


BUSINESS OF THE House (Ways AND MEANS).—Motion made, and Question put, 
‘That the Proceedings of the Committee of Wavs and Means, if under 
consideration at Twelve o’Clock this night, be not interrupted under the 
Standing Order (Sittings of the House).”—(.Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Aves, 235; Noes, 181. (Division List No. 128) .. 1041 
Ways AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


The Chancellor of the Exc mae (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) *F = = ee ~ » .. 1045 


Motion made and Question proposed, * That any expenses incurred in con: 
nection with raising or paying off any such sums, and the principal of 
and interest of any such sums, be charged on the Consolidated Fund, 
and,asto the interest. be paid as part of the permanent annual charge for 
for the National Debt.’-—(.MUr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling ii se =r os .. 1068 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ae : a me 3 .. 1070 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.) ax ee a me e .. 1073 
Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ~ - ad A <a .. 1074 
Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) oe ee Me ee i .. 108] 
Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) mF ie od ay Be .. 1084 
Mr. Gibson, Bowles (Lynn Regis) a os ae — .. 1087 
Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton) He ais rp oe .. 1092 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) .. ne Ar ie B .. 1096 
Sir William Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., Rotherham) .. ke .. 1100 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. me ze i) a SIO 
Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) .. é re .. 1104 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Ways AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
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ExcHEQvuER Bonps. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That for the purpose of paying off 
any Exchequer Bonds issued under the Supplemental War Loan Acts 
of 1900, any sums not exceeding £10,000,000 be raised by the issue of 
Exchequer Bonds to be current, subject to the provisions for the re- 
demption of the total issue, for a period of ten years, and that in each 
year of that period one-tenth part of the total issue of the new Bonds | 
be drawn for repayment and redeemed by the application for the purpose 
of the requisite part of the new sinking fund, and that the permanent 
annual charge for the National Debt be increased so as to be £28,000,000. 
That any expenses incurred in connection with raising or paying off 
any such sums, and the principal of and interest on any such sums, be 
charged on the Consolidated Fund, and, as to the interest, be paid as 
part of the permanent annual charge for the National Debt.” —(Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain.) 











Mr. Whitley (Halifax) a ae a ore i Pe .. 1108 


Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) — .. ee ve as i = BES 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ( Yorkshire, Cleveland) xy, e oa > EEG 
Mr. Scott-Montaqu (Hampshire, New Forest) ai me es o 5 EES 
Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) aM he s« LEQ 
Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) .. on ns .. 1123 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., sia ‘ 7 ~» 1334 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) Ni ; bsg ae a ice (eee 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain — .. os we ss fs .. 1131 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, ( Titheroe) vs a se a as ae 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, “ That for the purpose of paying off any Exchequer Bonds 
issued under the Supplemental War Loan Acts of 1900, any sums not exceed- 
ing £10,000,000 he raised by the issue of Exchequer Bonds to be current. 
subject to the provisions for the redemption of the total issue, for a period ot 
ten vears, and that tn each vear of that period one-tenth part of the total 
issue of the new Bonds be drawn for repayment and redeemed by the applica- 
tion for the purpose of the requisite part of the new Sinking Fund, and that 
the permanent annual charge for the National Debt be increased so as to be 
£28,000,000. That any expenses incurred in connection with raising or pav- 
ing off any such sums, and the principal of and interest on any such sums, be 
charged on the Consolidated Fund, and, as to the interest, be paid as part of 
the permanent annual charge for the National Debt.—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 


ContINUANCE oF AbbrrronaL Customs Duties on TosBacco, BEER, AND 
SPIRITS. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the additional Customs duties on 
tobacco, beer, and spirits imposed by Sections 2, 3, 4, and 5 of The 
Finance Act, 1900 (including any increased duties imposed by Sectior 
5 of that Act), shall continue to be charged until the first day of July. 
nineteen hundred and six.”—(Mr. Chancellor af the Exchequer.) 





The Committee divided :—Aves, 175; Noes, 106, (Division List Ne. 
129.) 
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CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Excise Duties oN BEER AND Spirits. 


Motion made, and Question put, “‘ That the additional Excise duties on bee. 
and spirits imposed by Sections 6 and 7 of The Finance Act, 1900, shall 
continue to be charged until the first day of July nineteen hundred and 
six.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 171; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 130.) 


AMENDMENT OF THE LAw.—Resolved, “ That it is expedient to amend the law 
relating to the National Debt, Customs, and Inland hevenve—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland) Bill.—Considerea 
in Committee, and reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow . 1155 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That this 
House do now adjourn.” —(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs)  .. ss is “i es .. 1155 
Mr. McKenna (Monmeuthshire, N.) aa ’ wl i .. 1156 
Sir A. Acland-Hood ws ae . 1156 


Question put, and agreed to. 


POWER Brakes on RatLway Locomorives.—Return ordered, in the following 








form— 
Total number used Number fitted 
Total Number. exclusively for | with Power 
. shunting purposes. Brakes. 
Railway Company. 
Engines. Tenders. | Engines. | Tenders. Engines. Tenders. 











—(Mr. Bell.) Wi 


ou 
rr) 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before One o’clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, Ilrn APRIL, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CuaNcELLoR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been com 
plied with :—Worcestershire County Council Bridges. 


And that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :—Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) ; Chelsea 
Electricity Supply ; Epping Gas; Great Eastern Railway ; Higham and 
Hundred of Hoo Water ; Loughborough Corporation ; Norwich Union Life 
Insurance Society ; Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames Electric Supply : 
Gold Mining Company [u.L.]. The same were ordered to lie on the ‘a 
Table - ee - os a ee ee +o 
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Great Central Railway Bill [x.1.]—The King’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ms as LIST 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [1.1.].—Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 
Rochester Water Bill; East Cowes Gas Bill [H.1.]; Orphan Working 
School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill [H.L.]; Sheffield University Bill 
[x.L.]. Reported, with Amendments a ey +s ve .. 1157 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill.—Southampton and Winchester 
Great Western Junction Railway (Abandonment) Bill. Reported, without 


Amendment . 1157 


Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Com- 
pany Bill [1.1.].—East London and Lower Thames Electric Power Bill 
[u.L.]; Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Corporation Bill [#.. | ; 

City of London Electric Lighting Company Bill [H.L.]; Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [u.L.]; Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill [H.t.]; North Metropolitan Elec- 
tric Power Supply Bill [u.L.]; Central Electric Supply Bill [u.L.]; County 
of London Electric Supply Company Bill [H.1.]. Leave given to the Select 
Committee not to sit again till Tuesday the 9th of Mav next .. BF .. 1157 


Morley Corporation Bill.—Read 2', and committed. The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection 7 - wh i .. 1153 


Darien Gold Mining Company Bill [.1.].—Read 2' (according to order), and 
committed a ie oa ae ts ee a3 st .. 1158 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [#.1.].—Varry Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; Rhymney Railway Billf.t.]. Read 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons o * Pen i ih . 1158 


Acton Sewage Bill.—Birmingham Corporation Bill; Brentwood (as Bill; 
Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill ; Ilfracombe 
Harbour and Improvement Bill; London Gas Bill; Nottingham and Retford 
Railway Bill; Otley Improvement Bill; Seaham Gas Bill; Sutherland 
and South Shields Water Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 1'; 
and referred to the Examiners ee - ik ee ap .» 1158 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill [u.L.].—Bangor (County Down) 
Water ard Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Matlock Bath Improvement Bill 
[u.L.]; Bridgwater Canals Bill [H.L.]; University College, London (Trans- 
fer), Bill [u.L.]; Metropolitan and Great Central Railway Compavies Bill 
[H.L.]; Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [1.u.]; 
Formby Township Bill {x.L.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [u.1.]. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Monk Bretton be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Clements (EZ. Leitrim) ; read, and agreed to ae .. 1158 


PETITIONS. 


Srreer Bettine Brox [a.1.].—Petition in favour of ; of residents in Notting- 
ham ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. oe me ae .- 1158 


Sunpay Cosine (Stops) Bixt [H.1.].—Petitions in favour of ; of Lodges of Good 
Templars (2) ; residents of Gloucester and Cheltenham ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table as - a ~ “ is iu .. 1159 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Conontes : ANNUAL.—No. 4465. St. Vincent (Report for 1905-1904). Pre- 


sented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Pexat Servitupe Acts, 1853 To 1891 (ConprrionaL LiceNce).—Licence 
granted by His Majesty to James Smith, under the provisions of the Penal 
Servitude Acts, 1855 to 1891, to which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A. of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864 


NatioNaAL ScHoot TreacHers’ (IRELAND) Pension FuNnp.—Annual account 
of receipts and payments in respect of the capital and income of the above 
fund, for the period to 51st December, 104. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
‘Table 


Army.—Return respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant to Address of 
the 51st of March last), and to be printed. (No. 45.) 


BusINEss OF THE Hovusre.—Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered on 
Thursday next in order to its being suspended for that day’s sitting 


CoLoNtes (PRoposED COLONIAL CONFERENCE).— 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh oe oe oe oe on os ve 


Moved to resolve, * That, in the opinion of this House, it is necessary that 
betore the constituencies of the country are asked to determine upon 
the desirability of a Colonial Conference they should be informed (1) 
under what conditions the conference will be summoned; (2) what 
Colonies and Dependencies will be invited to send representatives ; 
and (3) how far any decision arrived at will be held as binding upon His 
Majesty's Government and the United Kingdom.” —(The Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh.) 


The Under Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 
Earl Beauchamp 

Viscount Ridley 

The Earl oj, Lytton 

The Earl of Crewe ae ‘2 ‘ud 

The Lord Chancellor of Sedan (Lord Ashhourne) 

Lord Burghclere ; 

Lord Stanley of Alderley — .. oF a 

The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Ha!shury) 

Lord James of Hereford 

Earl Spencer .. ‘ ; 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
Viscount Goschen ‘ = y 


The Earl of Rosebery 
On Question ; resolved in the negative. 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Eleven o’clock, to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, Ilr APRIL, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PR vate Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SpeaKeR laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords] ; 
Hessle Gas Bill ({Lords]; Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan 
Railway Bill [Lords]; Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension 
of Time) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time. a on 
pe 
SupstituTED Bitis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO CoMPLIED WITH.—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, introduced in accordance with the provisions of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into, and which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. 
—Clyde Navigation Bill | Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. 
Croydon Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
‘o be read the third time .. ors ae si ae x st 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill |Lorps].—Read a second time ; and committed. 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill (sy orpeR).—As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time .. ae es 25; as se 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bury (Rural) ; Conway ; Goldborne ; 
Haydock ; Hipperholme; Little Lever; Southall-Norwood ; Spalding ; 
Whitwood ; and Whitworth ;” presented by Mr. Bonar Law ; supported 
by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; read the first time; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 160] 


Elzctric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts 1882 and 1888, rel iting to Ballighaderreen ;”’ presented by Mr. Bonar 
Law ;_ supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 161] 


Halifax Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the Police 
and Sanitary Committee [Section A.]. Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to,be'printed , - . . 
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Stockport Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee [Section A]; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed os + Pe td 


Bristol Corporation Bill.—Reported, with Amendments, from the Police 
and Sanitary Committee [Section B]; Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed a ah , 


SranpING OrpERS.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee ; 


1. “ That, in the case of the Worcestershire County Council (Bridges), 
Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with. That 
the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill. 


2. “ That, in the case of the Levens Patent Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with. That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill. 


3. “ That, in the case of the Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland 
Railways Bill, Petition for dispensing with Standing Order 128 in the case 
of the Petition of the ‘ Portadown Urban District Council,’ against the 
Bil, re-committed Resolution of the 6th day of April, referred to the said 
Select Committee with a view to consider whether, under the circumstances 
of the case, Standing Order 128 should be dispensed with in respect of the 
said Petition, the said Standing Orders ought not to be dispensed with.” 


First two Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table —.. - a ei Se ee oo 1245 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local (rovernment 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled “ An Act to extend the periods 
prescribed by the scheme of arrangement relating to the Mortgage Insurance 
Corporation Limited, for the liquidation of their affairs; and for other 
purposes.” [Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to effect a fusion of the undertaking of 
the Hand-in-Hand Fire and Life Insurance Society with that of the Com- 
mercial Union Assurance Company, Limited; and for other purposes.” 
[Commercial Union Assurance Bill [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers on the Urban 
District Council of Clacton in regard to the Seashore Recreation Grounds 
and other matters; and to make further and better provisions in regard 
to the health, local government, and improvement of their district : and 
for other purposes.” [Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to authorise the Truro Water 
Y , ons . . 
Company to construct additional waterworks, acquire lands, and raise 
further moneys ; and for other purposes.” [Truro Water Bill [Lords.] .. 1246 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Commercial Union Assur- 
ance Bill [Lords]; Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords]; Truro Water Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills ‘ 
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HighHtanp Licur Inranrry.—Petition from Glasgow, against isolation from 
the other regiments of the Highland Brigade ; to lie upon the Table. . -. 1247 
Ligtor Trarric Locat Veto (Scottanp) Brti.—Petitions in favour; from 
Bellshill; Edinburgh; Glasgow; Perth; and Troon; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ 1247 
MariiaGE WitH A DecEaAsepD Wire's SIstER Bi_i.—Petitions against ; from 
Clevedon; Folkestone ; Holyhead; Kingston-on-Thames ; Lewisham : 
Lincoln ; and North Kensington; to lie upon the Table .. ed ee 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Coa Imports (FRANCE).—Return [presented 10th April] to be printed. [No. 
121}... ‘ ‘ os “3 an as .. 1248 
Prenat ServirupE Acts (Conpr71onat Licence).—Copy presented, of a Licence 
granted to James Smith, to which are annexed conditions other than those 
contained in Schedule A. of the Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table .. ie és i a - ‘i es .. 1248 
CoLontaL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report, No. 446 
(St. Vincent) Annual Report for 1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ; ae va ws ‘ aii ne “ aa ~« eee 
East Inpra) TrapDE).—Copy presented, of Tables relating to the Trade of British 
India with British Possessions and Foreign Countries for the five years 
1899-1900 to 1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table . . a .. 1248 
NationaL ScHoo, Treacuers’ (IRELAND) PENs1IOoN Funp.—Annual Accounts 
presented, of Receipts and Payments for the year ended 31st December, 
1904 [by Act]; to he upon the Table .. na is - ed .. 1248 | 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
[risH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. is ee rr re dx “i o» 1248 


RaIiLway Rates FOR CARRIAGE OF FISH FROM NoRTH OF SCOTLAND.—Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. a .. 1249 
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Port Ness Harsour.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 
Mr. Scott Dickson .. Dy ae ica we is . - .. 1249 
EDUCATION OF CHILDREN OF TINKER FAMILIES IN SCOTLAND.—Question, Mr. 
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WAVENEY ScHooL, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter 
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REBUILDING OF Guy’s NaTIonaAL SCHOOL, BALLYMENA—APPROVAL OF SITE.— 
Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long = Ry? nt os eee 
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DiscOVERY OF SMOKELESS Coat In British NortH Burneo.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


Corron CULTIVATION IN British NortTH BorNEO.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Mr. Lyttelton 


Answer, 


[mprOVED Marn Service aT MILLport AND KILCHATTAN Bay.—Question, Mr. 


Lamont (Buteshire) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 


PROMOTION OF ASSISTANT PosTMEN.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 


W.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


AvracaARRY Heap Licutaouse, Raruiin Istanp.—Question, Mr. O’ Doherty 


(Donegal, W.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


FrexcH Import Dotres on Hams.—Question, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) : 


Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


SALE OF THE “ Boaprcea.”’ —Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs): 


Mr. Pretyman 


Answer, 


Issué OF ANNUITIES FOR PAYMENT FoR ELEctRIC Light AND PoWER IN NAVAL 


ESTABLISHMENTS.—Question, Mr. Ashton (Bedfordshire, Luton) ; 
Mr. Victor Cavendish as a 


Income Tax ABATEMENTS.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis; Answer, Mr. 


Chamberlain ee an a aa 


Answer, 


Austen 
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Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) Bill. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 122. 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 


122. 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered upon Tuesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bull 162.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. HaA.usey reported from the Committee 
SELE STANDING COMMITTEE Mr. H ported { the ( t 


of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Member from serving 
on the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures : Mr. Herbert Samuel: and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Tennant. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. os i 


SeELEcTION (STanpING ComMiITTEES).—Mr. HaLsey reported from the Committee 


of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Members from serving 
on the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure in respect of the Trades Unions and Trade Disputes Bill : Mr. Jordan 
and Mr. Clancy ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Hayden and Mr. 
Nannetti. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee of Selection : That 
they had appointed Mr. Charles Craig a Member of the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure. 


heports to lie upon the Table 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. HALsey reported from the Committee 


of Selection ; That they had added the following tifteen Members to serve on 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping and Manufactures, in respect of the Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill : 
Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Joseph Nolan, Mr. Nannetti, Mr. Conor O’ Kelly, Mr. Hugh 
Law, Sir James Haslett, Captain Donelan, Mr. Wood, Mr. Sloan, Mr.O’Dowd, 
Mr. Crean, Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. Thomas Lorimer Corbett. 
Mr. John Gordon, and Mr. William Moore. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Ha.sey reported from the Committee 


of Selection ; That they had added the following Fifteen Members to serve 
on the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
dure in respect of the Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister Bill :—Colonel 
Lockwood, Colonel Denny, Sir Gilbert Parker, Sir Wiliam Brampton Gurdon 
Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. David MacIver, Mr. Burt, Mr. John 
Talbot, Lord Edmund Talbot, Mr. Boscawen, Mr. Malcolm, Colonel Welby. 
Mr. Mount, and Mr. Worsley-Taylor. 


heport to lie upon the Table 


Military Mancuvres Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second 


time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 163) .. 


Reserve Forces Bill |Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 164] 
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Service of Militiamen Bill |Lorps].—Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 165] .. = .. 1284 


Seamen’s and Soldiers’ Fals2 Characters Bill | Lorps)].—Read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, and'to be printed. [Bill 166] .. 1284 


Elementary Education (Feeding of Children) Bill.—Order for Secona 
Reading To-morrow read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn .. 1284 


NEW BILLS. 


Highways Bill.—*‘ To amend the Law relating to Highways,” presented by 
Mr. Henry Hobhouse ; supported by Sir John Dorington, Lord Edmund 
Fitzmaurice, Mr. Bill, and Mr. Herbert Lewis ; to be read a second tims upon 
Friday, May 5th, and to be printed. [Bill 167] in es a .. 1284 


Education Acts Amendment Bill.—** To amend the Education Acts, L870 
to 1903,” presented by Mr. Lambert ; supported by Mr. Henry Hobhouse, 
Mr. Eve, and Sir Edgar Vincent ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 
May 12th, and to be printed. [Bill 168] as ‘“ ws ai ~e 1284 


Land Tenure Bill.—** To amend the Law relating to the Tenure of Land,” 
presented by Mr. Lambert ; supported by Mr. Eve, Mr. Soares, Mr. Charles 
Allen, Mr. Fletcher Moulton, and Mr. Edwards; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, May 12th, and to be printed. {Bull 169] ins ck .. 1284 


Local Government (Scotland) Bill—* To make further provision for Local 
Government in Scotland; and for other purposes,” presented by Mr. 
Maxwell; to be read a second time upon Monday, May 8th, and to be 
printed. {Bill 170] ss oe sy re a We es s«, F285 


Ways AND MEANs. 
Considered in Committee 
(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. 
TEA. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That there shall be charged on 
and after the first day of July, rineteen hundred and five, until the first day 
of July, nineteen hurdred and six, the following Customs Import duty on 
tea (that is to say)—‘ Tea, the pound, sixpence.’ ’’—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) . - «3 fi .. 1285 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ap if bes .. 1285 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) ats i er Be ae .. 1297 
Mr. Rea (Gloucester) e : fee Pr = .. 1297 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.)  .. ies = oa 2 .. 3299 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ne ‘ op .. 1302 
Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Linc alnshire, Gainsborough). - -» 1505 
Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 1305 
The Chancellor of the siaiaail (Mr. Austen 1 hamberlain, W orceste rshire, 

E.) : — a6 oe nie .. E306 


Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ne =? a ae me AP «RSS 








xevi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Apr. 11.) Page 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn line 5, to leave out the words ‘ six pence,’ and insert the words 
‘four pence. ’—(Mr. Broadhurst.) 
{Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the’ words ‘ six pence’ stand part of the pro- 
posed Resolution.” 


Mr. Higham (Yorkshire, W.R., Sowerby) .. Ar aa ee .» 1316 


M. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) .. ia = as «« BY 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) .. ne + ‘il .. LIT 
Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwick) ne a 5% . 1518 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. -e ae 2 He si -- 1319 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 249; Noes, 184. (Division List No. 131.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Cawley oe oe oe oe oe oe ee 1525 

Mr. Austen Chambe iain i we re os sv, MOA 

Mr. Theodore Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) st me es +» 132 5 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. we ae és as -- 1332 
Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny. 8.) ae o .. 1334 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R.. Pudsey) . 1335 
Mr. Alerander Cross (Glasgow, ( ‘amlachie) ive 1536 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 247; Noes, 168. (Division List No. 152.) 
Resolution to be reported to-morrow to the House. 

Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


Sitting suspended at 7.28, 


EVENING SITTING 
Hitchin and District Gas Bill [By OrpEr].—As amended, considered. 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ee ss aa wh ». D4 
Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) - a a ae .» 1541 


Bill to be read the third time. 
Trish NATIONAL TEACHERS’ Pension Funp. 


Mr. Hammond (Carlow) .. on ie Lg a% .. 1342 
Mr. Thomas O Donnell (Kerry, W 2 af i fs is .. 1348 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That, in consequence of the con- 
flicting Reports of the Government Actuary on the Pension Fund of 
the National School Teachers of Ireland, the losses incurred in the 
management of this Fund, the reduction in the Pensions of this im- 
portant and deserving body of public servants, and the anxiety as to 
the solvency of the Fund, upon which even their reduced and wholly 
inadequate superannuations depend, it is the opinion of this House 
that the Government should at once secure its solvency by making 
towards the Fund a grant from Imperial sources, as is done in respect 
of the Teachers of British Primary Schools, subject the Fund to more 
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efficient management, and at the fortheoming quinquennial examina- 
tion permit the Teachers, who are at once contributors to and sole 
beneficiaries of the Fund, to be represented by an independent actuary.” 
—(Mr. Hammond.) 


Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8S.) : 

Dr. Macnamara primey N.) 

Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 

The Financial Secretary of the Tre asury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, De rhy- 
shire, W.) he a PF 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 

Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, N.) Ke a es $4 a * 

The Solicitor-General for Treland (Mr. James Campbell, Dublin Uni- 
versity) ; 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Avyes, 113; Noes, 137. (Division List No. 133.) 


UNEMPLOYED RELIEF (Work) (LONDON).—Return ordered, “ showing, in respect 


of the Common Council of the City of London, and each of the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils, the amount expended in wages for work undertaken 
specially for the purpose of providing work for unemployed workmen dur- 
ing the six months ending on the 3lst day of March 1905, distinguishing the 
proportion of such expenditure which was met out of (a) local rates, (b) 
voluntary subscriptions received by the council, and (¢) contributions by 
the Central Unemployed Committee, and specifying the nature of the work 
undertaken, the number of men employed thereon in each month, the rate 
of pay given, the period for which the work, or each kind of work, if more 
than one kind was undertaken, lasted, and the average number of davs’ 
work allowed each man; also, showing the estimated umount which would 
have been paid in wages if the work had been carried out under ordinary 
conditions. ’—(Mr. Whitmore.) .. i i ea ai a 5 


EDUCATION, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, * That there be laid before this House 
a Return relating to Education for England and Wales, Scotland, and 
Ireland, for the vear ended the 3lst day of March, 1905, in the following 


form :— 
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Frio ste wile 


g, 
10, 
ll. 
12, 
13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


» - | 
| England and Wales. Scotland. | freland. 


| 


. Elementary Education, total State grant for | 


day schools for year ended March, 1905 - | 


. Cost of administration and inspection - | 
. Pupils on roll - - 


Cost per pupil in average d: nily attendance 


. Number of schools 
. Number of certificated tonchers 
. Average salary of teachers 


| 

Average daily anteaianes - | | 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


Total rates and v: oluntary contributions - | 
Total State grant for Secondary Education 
beat of pupils in average attendance - | 
Cost per pupil to State | 
Total State grants for Universities and ‘ollezes 
'fotal number of pupils | 
Average cost per student to State . : a i 
Total grants for all purposes from State - | 
Average per head of population - 





--(Mr. Thomas O° Donnell. 


VOL. CXLIV. (FourrH Series. | 
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The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 


Anson, Oxford University) — .. as . . - .. 1373 | 
Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, W.).. . 5 a #3 BB 
The Lord- Advocate (Mr, Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 2% .. 1373 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.).. - Ys #3 sh _ - .. 1374 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 3 ‘i 4 ee ws .. 1374 
Dr. Maenamara (Camberwell, N.) .. i ee uh i ee tet 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. os = we es ae a L806 


Question put. 
The House divided ;—Aves, 1125 Noes, 124. (Division List No. 134.) 


CLOSING oF LICENSED PREMISES (CHRISTMAS Day) (IRELAND) Brit.—As amended 
considered ; Bill read the third time, and passed =i a she wo EXT 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 


—(Sir A. Acland Hood.) 





Mr. Mooney (Dublin Co., S.) Pg as ‘ ‘i Pe .. WT 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey). . pi ee oy ee .. 1378 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) .. es x st se as .. 1378 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) .. a v me = .. 179 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury (Sir A. Acland-Hood, 
Somersetshire, Wellington) ss .. 1380 
Adjourned at eighteen minutes after Twelve o'clock, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, l2rH APRIL, 1905, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 
Tralee Urban District Council Bill | Lorps|— Read a second time, and com- 
mitted is st ie = on <a ss sc .- 138} 


Caledonian Railway Bill [By Orper).—Read a second time, and committed 138] 


PETITIONS, 


Epvcation (ScorLanp) BiLt.—Petitions in favour ; from Catheart ; and Mary- 
hill; to lie upon the Table * i wi ov $4 * .. 1381 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Vero (Scortanp) BiLtt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Carluke ; Edinburgh ; Glasgow ; Law; and Stranraer; to lie upon the 


Table 1381 
Loca. AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) BiLt.—Petition from Kensing- 
ton in favour; to lie upon the Table... a ee - a .. 18l 


e a 
MARRIAGE WITH A Deckasep Wire's Sister BILL.—Petitions against ; from { 
Chester ; Dorchester ; Edinburgh (three) ; Leigh on Sea ; Tamworth ; and 
Westcliff and Southend : to lie upon the Table a .. 1381 
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NATIONAL ScHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRELAND) Pension FuNv.—Account [presented 
April 11th] to be printed. [No. 123.] .. ar r ‘i i, .. 1382 


RoyaAL Osservatory (EpINBURGH).—Oopy presented, of Fifteenth Annual 
Report of the Astronomer Royal for Scotland [by alien to lie upon 
the Table .. - a : o ; “a .. 1382 


AustRALia.—Copy presented, of Despatch from the Governor-General of 
Australia on the subject of Marriage with a Deceased Wife’s Sister, and 
the Reply thereto [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... me .. 1382 


Roya University oF IRELAND.—Copy presented, of ‘lwenty-third Report 
of the Roval Universty of Ireland, being for the vear 1904 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table os sis - “3 4 dei on .. 1382 


Post Orrick TELEGRAPHS.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered February 
15th ; Lord Stanley] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 124] .. 1382 


(RAINING CoLLEGES (IRELAND).—Return ordered, “ showing the total cost to the 
State of the following Training Colleges, for the five years ended the 31st 
day of December, 1904 :—- 





1900. ISO, 1902. 1903. 1904. 


Kildare Place, Dublin. 
Drumeondra, Dublin... 

Baggot Street, Dublin 
Waterford Training College . 
Belfast Female Training Cullege 


Limerick Female Training Collece 





—(Mr. Sloan) cy ay 3 a " ae ae .. 1382 


NATIONAL EKpucation (IRELAND) ComMMissioners (MreTINGS, ET¢.).—Return 
ordered, ** of the number of Meetings held by the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland in each of the five years ending the 31st day of Decem- 
ber, 1904; and the name and number of attendances of each Commissioner 
in each of these five years.”’—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) — . ia - .. 1383 


TAXES AND IMposts. 


Return ordered, * showing (1) the Rates of Duties, Taxes, or Imposts 
collected by Imperial Officers ; (2) the Quantities or Amounts taxed ; (3) the 
Gross Receipts derived from each Duty ; and (4) the Net Receipts and Ap- 
propriations thereof in the year ending the 31st day of March, 1905 ; and 
(1) the aggregate Gross Ree eipts derived from all such Duties, Taxes, or 
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* And, Notes to show any changes in the Taxes, Duties, and Im- 
posts consequent upon the acceptance of the Budget Proposals of 1905 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 317 of Session 1904).”—(Mr. 
Goddard.) és me ‘ 





13833 ' 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Revairs ro CaBLe oF BARRELS Licursiip.—Question Major Jameson (Clare, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law hs He - ee ah .. 1383 


Supp.Ly oF Drink TO DRUNKEN PERSONS IN IRELAND—WARNING BY POLICE TO 
PusLicans.—Question, Mr. T. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) ; Answer, 


Mr. Atkinson oF ; oe ts ; oe aH ee .. L384 


LICENSED PREMISES IN IRELAND VOLUNTARILY CLOSED ON St. Parrick’s Day. 





—Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... .. L384 
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Tur COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—(Question, Mr. Soares; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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Tue ProposeD REDUCTION OF THE VOLUNTEER ForcE.— Questions, Mr. MeCrae 
(Edinburgh, E.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ScorrisH Courcn Dispute.—Questions, Mr. Findlay (Lanarkshire, N.E.): and 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Tur Position or Mr. GERALD LopgerR.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Whit- 
ley (Halifax); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Tue APPOINTMENT OF JUNIOR LoRD or THE ‘TREASURY.—Questions, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill, and Mr. Herbert Samuel: Answers. Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BrsINess OF THE House—Proposep Vote oF CENSURE.—Questions, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central), and Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
‘Tvdvil); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour me aa By 


Tur Easter Honipays.—Question. Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ; 


NEW BILL. 


Old Age Pensions Bill.—‘‘ To provide Pensions for Persons over sixty-five 
vears of age,” presented by Mr. Channing ; supported by Mr. Burt, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Keir Hardie, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. John Wilson (Durham), and 
Sir Albert Rollit ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd May, and to 
he printed. {Bill 171.] 


Coroners’ Inquests (Railway Fatalities Bill).—* ‘Io amend the law relating 
to Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal Accidents on Railways,” pre 
sented by Mr. Channing: supported by Mr. Bell, Mr. John Burns, and Mr, 
Schwann ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd May, and to be 
printed. {Bill 172.] 

Vaccination Prosecutions Bill.—* ‘T'o provide that no Prosecution under the 
Vaccination Acts shall be commenced without the authority of the Guar- 
dians,” presented by Mr. Channing ; supported by Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. God 
dard, Mr. Brigg, Sir John Rolleston, Mr, Corrie Grant, and Mr. Bell; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 175.] 


Ways AND MEANs. 
Considered in Committee, 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Income-Tax Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Income-Tax shall be 
charged for the vear beginning the sixth day of April, nineteen hundred and 
five, at the rate of one shilling in the pound.’—(Mr. Chancellor of the 


Exchequer.) 


Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 3, to leave out the words ‘ 
> 


one shilling,’ and insert the 
words ‘ 


eleven pence.’ ’—(Mr. McKenna)—instead thereof. 


(Juestion proposed, ‘“ That the words ‘ one shilling’ stand part of the pro- 
posed Resolution.” 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) as a We ry Pe .. 147 
Sir Henry Fowler (W. olverhampton, E. , ws ne - i .. 1418 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 
shire, E.) 5 ae aie wg oe .. 1421 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ans %s mee T .» 1425 


(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; Noes. 166. (Division List No. 155.) 


MAIN QUESTIONS AGAIN PROPOSED. 


Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) a $e rr ae ” . 1451 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) sn a - = . 1457 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) . S34 .. 1440 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Hor neastle) a #3 . dal 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) me =e as ~ ~. 1443 
Mr. Gibson Bowles i id a Ma es J. 1445 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) hs x3 S ts 2. 1450 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) uf as si ae 3 .. 1454 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) — .. ae % ; .. 1457 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ‘ ~ ’ .. 1459 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) = . i .. L467 
Mr. T. P. OConnor (Liver pool, Sosilend) ne ay os .. 1469 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) bs - = te fs ie .. 14 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ws “s 5 a wv . 47 


Question put, and agreed to. 

Resolved. that Income Tax shall be charged for the year beginning the 
sixth day of April, nineteen hundred and five, at the rate of one 
shilling in the pound. 

Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 

Committee to sit again To-morrow. 

Ways AND Means [10vH Aprit.] 
Resolutions reported. 
EXCHEQUER Bonps. 
“That for the purpose of paying off any Exchequer Bonds issued 
under Supplemental War Loan Acts of 1900, any sums not exceeding ten 
million pounds be raised by the issue of Exchequer Bonds to be current, 


subject to the provisions for the redemption of the total issue, for a period 
of ten vears, and that in each year of that petiod one-tenth part of the total 
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issue of the new Bonds be drawn for repayment and redeemed by the applica- 
tion for the purpose of the requisite part of the new sinking fund, and that 
the permanent annual charge for the National Debt be increased so as to be 
twenty-eight million pounds. 
* That any expenses incurred in connection with raising or paying off 
any such sums, and the principle of and interest on any such sums, be 
charged on the Consolidated Fund, and, as to the interest, be paid as part of 
the permanent annual charge for the National Debt.” 
CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CUstoMs Duties oN ToBacco, BEER, AND Spirits. 
—* That the additional Customs duties on tobacco, beer, and spirits im- 
posed by Sections two, three, four, and five of the Finance Act, 1900 
dneluding any increased duties imposed by Section five of that Act), 
shall continue to be charged until the first day ot J uly, nineteen hundred 
and six.” 
CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL Excisé Dutins ON Beer AND Sprrirs.-—* That 
the additional Kxeise duties on beer and spirits imposed by Sections six 
and seven of the Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of July, nineteen hundred and six.” 
AmenpMent oF Law.—-" That it is expedient to amend the law relating to the 
National Debt, Customs, and Inland Revenue.” 
Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That this House doth agree with 
the Committee in the said Resolution.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain L475 
Mr. Edmund Robertson ? ae oe 1475 
Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) 1475 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ne a ‘ . 1476 
Mr. Whitley 1476 
Mr. McCrae 1476 
Motion made, and Question proposed, * That the debate be now adfourned.”’ 
N pro} 
—(Mr. McCrae.) 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ‘ 1477 


Question put, and agreed to 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Further consideration of subseyuent Resolutions deferred till To-morrow. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill [By Orver}. 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ne a ee es a .. 77 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8S.) ae a. 38 .. 148] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
Committee to omit Clause 33 of the Bill.’—(Mr. Lonsdale.) 


Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, SS.) .. ie ys pe - .. Ld 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) e “ad ea ts Pe .. 1482 


Motion made, and Question, “ ‘That the debate be now adjourned ; ”—(J/r. 
T. M. Healy)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday next. 
Home Rute. 


Mr. Tuff (Rochester) . F sak i re .. L480 
Sir Walter Plummer (Newe astle-on-T yne) . i .. 1494 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That, in view of the conflicting 
statements which have been made by the various Leaders of the 
Opposition on the subject of Home Rule, it is expedient that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Stirling Burghs, should explicitly 
declare whether or not it is his intention to recommend to the electors 
of the United Kingdom the policy of establishing a Parliament in 
Ireland.”—(Mr. Tuff.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. - “i .. 1497 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. . 1507 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ( Mr. Ad. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) Be ; . 1613 


And, it being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday next. 
Army (Annual) Bill |THirp Reapine|.—Order for the Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 
Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) i 7 es oe .. DIT 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) 2% ne a es .. 1521 


\mendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘now read the third time’ and add 
the words * recommitted in respect of a new clause’ (Prohibition of 
corporal punishment).”—(Mr. Bright.) 
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| Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr, Arnold- Forster, Belfast, N.) .. 1522 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) - x .. 1525 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) es ‘ ase , - és .. 1526 
Colonel Blundell (Lancashire Ince) 7 . se re .. 1528 
Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) .. a “ ‘ .. 1528 
Colonel Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) shi a i a . 152) 
l Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ae i a o . 1530 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) os a Aa ¥ a . 1532 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsteR rose in his place and claimed t» move, 
* That the Question be now put.” 


(Juestion put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, L171; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 136.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 171; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 137., 


Whereupon Mr, Secretary ARNOLD-ForstTeR claimed, “That the Main 
(Question be now put.” 


Main Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 169; Noes, L0J. (Division List No. 138.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


And, it being after One of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with: 
out Question put, pursuant to the Standin Order 


Adjourned at four minutes before Two o'clock 
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IN THE 
SIXTH SESSION or tHE TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF THE 
UnitreD Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN anv IRELAND, IN THE 
Firth YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 
HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 
FOURTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. Shaw-Mackenzie, and Lake, solicitors, 


Friday, 31st March, 1905. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill 
|u.L.]. A Bill to remove doubts as to 


the validity of a certain decree, dated | 


22nd November, 1892, of the High 
Court of Justice (Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division), dissolving the 


marriage solemnised on the 11th July, 
1872, between John Richard Malone 
and Charlotte Mildred Malone, then 
Charlotte Mildred Yarde-Buller, spinster, 
and to confirm the said decree, Pre- 
sented (pursuant to leave given yester- 
day); and read 1*, 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill 
[H.L.]. Petition of John Richard Malone, 
of Baronston, in the county of West- 
meath, Deputy-Lieutenant, late Colonel 
in the Westmeath Militia, praying that 
substituted service of a copy of the Bill 
and of the order for the Second Reading 


thereof, and of all other orders in con- | 


nection therewith upon Messrs. Payne, 
VOL. CXLIV. [Fourrn SErtes.] 


| warding 
_addressed to Mrs. M. Buller, No. 4, Rue 
| de Seze, Paris, be deemed as good service 
|of the said Bill and orders as if the 


| Charlotte 


of No. 11, New Square, Lincoln’s Inn, 
in the county of London, and by for- 
copies by registered letter, 


same had been personally served upon 
Mildred Malone. Presented 
and read, and to be considered on Monday 
next. 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil 
Scheme Confirmation) Bill [H.L.]. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments, and committed to a Com- 


| mittee of the Whole House on Monday 


next; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 40.) 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [H.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill; South Metropolitan Gas 
Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 
1*; and referred to the Examiners, 


A 





The Easter 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill 
[u.L.}]; Bangor (County Down) Water 





and Improvement Bill [n.1.]; Matlock | 
Bath Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Bridge- , 
University | 


water Canals Bill [n.1.]; 
College, London (Transfer) Bill [H.1.]; 
Metropolitan and Great Central Railway 
Companies Bill [H.L.]; Southport, Birk- 
dale, and West Lancashire Water Board 
Bill [u.u.]; Formby Township Bill [#.1.] ; 
Humber Conservancy Bill [#.u.]. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for 
the consideration of the said Bills; 
(viz.) — 

E. Westmeath, 
u. Clements (EF. Leitrim), 
4. Barnard (chairman), 
L. Castlemaine, 
L. Lyveden; 


ed 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 
on Thursday the 11th of May next, at 
Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 


Hythe Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Whitby 
Urban District Council Bill [#.1.] ; Mans- 
field Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Hastings 
Tramways Bill [a.u.]; Wellingborough 
and District Tramroads and Electricity 
Supply Bill [a.1.]; London Squares and 
Enclosures (Preservation) Bull [H...]; 
Nottingham Corporation Bill [#.1.]; 
Sandgate Urban District Council Bill 
{H.L.}; Blackpool Improvement Bill 
{H.L.]. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Seleet 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills; (viz.) :— 

E. Verulam, 

E. Dartrey (chairman), 
L. Oranmore and Browne, 
L. Shute (V. Barrington), 
L. Estcourt ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Thursday the 11th of May next, at 
Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the 


petitioners praying to be heard by. 


counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 


{LORDS} 





Holidays. f 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


‘TRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 
Return for the month of February 
1905, Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Order in Council of the 27th March, 
1905, relating to seamen’s lodging-houses 
in the county borough of Salford. 

EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 

Order in Council of the 27th March, 
1905, providing that picric acid and 
picrates and mixtures of picric acid shall 
be deemed to be explosives within the 
meaning of the Act, with certain excep- 
tions. 

PUBLIC RECORDS (OFFICE OF HIS MA- 
JESTY’S WOODS, FORESTS, AND 
LAND REVENUES). 

Second Schedule containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents in 
the Office of His Majesty’s Woods, Forests, 
and Land Revenues, which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Public Record 
Office. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


THE EASTER HOLIDAYS. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I beg 
to ask the Lord Chancellor, in the absence 
of the noble Marquess who leads this 
House, what arrangements it is proposed 
to make with regard to the Easter holli- 
days. 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I have had a 
communication from the noble Marquess, 


_who suggests that the House should sit 
‘until April 14th in the ordinary course for 


ordinary business. There may, how- 
ever, be some difficulty in adjourning 
the House on that date by reason of the 
Army Bill, which must be passed before 
the end of April. Therefore, if it were 


understood that no contentious business 
would be taken after April 14th, the House 
would sit formally for the necessity | 
have indicated, after which the proposal 
is that we should adjourn over the holi- 
days until May 8th. 








5 The Merchint 


Marquess the Foreign Secretary, 





NINE YEARS ENLISTMENT. 
*Viscount HAMPDEN: My 


I rise, in accordance with the 
standing in my name on the Paper, to 
move for a Return of the ages of the men | 
enlisted into the infantry of the Line | 
under the new nine-years regulation up | 
to March 31st, 1905. The object of this 
Return, which I have reason to believe 
will be granted by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, is to secure information as to the | 
effect on the Reserve of the Army of the 
long-service regulation. This is a serious 
matter, because the maintenance of a 
strong and efficient Reserve is necessary 
to this country, more especially having 
regard to the defence of India. A simple 
sum In arithmetic will show very’ clearly 
that if you reduce the Reserve service 
vou must diminish the Army Reserve, 
and, further, if you enlist the same class 
of recruits as to age as you are enlisting 
now you will not get any advantages 
corresponding to the disadvantages you 
will suffer. Apart from the long-service | 
regulation, you are proposing, as I under- 
stand it, to have a short-service system. 
| do not think it is arguable that a Re- 
serve force composed of men of two 
years service and no fighting experience 
st all will be in any way equal to a Re- 
serve force composed of men having had 
from six to eight years service, and most 
of them campaigning experience as well. 
! am not going to pursue this matter 
further, but I contemplate with some 
dismay what might happen in years to 
come in the event of disturbances on our 
North-Western frontier. If we were in a 
really difficult position there we should 
have to send out two Army corps for the 
purpose of the defence of India composed 
partly of recruits and partly of Re- 
servists of two years service. I do 
not think anyone can contemplate that 
possibility with equanimity. I hope 
His Majesty’s Government will seriously 
consider this matter. They have had 
many warnings from competent military | 
and civil authorities, and among the 
latter I would specially mention Lord | 
Haliburton and Sir Ralph Knox. The, 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary of State | 
for War took me to task at the conclusion | 
of the debate yesterday because I had not | 
accepted a statement which he made, 
and which was also made by the noble | 
that | 


Lords, 


notice | 
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|scheme of Army reform. 


| hon. 


| is now considered sufficient. 


Shipping Act. § 


| the other members of the Government 


were in agreement with their colleague the 
Secretary of State for War on a certain 
I confess I do 
not now know what that scheme is. If 
the noble Earl will say that the Govern- 
ment are in agreement with their col- 
league in the scheme in its entirety, which 
was outlined by him in another place, I 
will, of course, accept that statement 
without demur, and only regret the deci- 
sion of the Government. I move the 
Motion standing in my name. 


Moved, 
be presented to 
Return of the 


“That an Humble Address 
His Majesty for a 
of the men en- 


ages 


listed into the Infantry of the Line 
under the new nine-years regulation 
up to March 3lst, 1905.” — (The 


Viscount Hampdeit.) 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Donoven- 
MORE): My Lords, as regards the last 
Question which the noble Viscount has 
asked, I can only refer him again to the 
speech delivered by the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs yesterday. 
I have read that speech since hearing 
it last night, and I claim that the noble 
Marquess made it perfectly clear that 
he and his colleagues support my right 
friend in the scheme which he has 
put forward. The other question touched 
upon by the noble Viscount is a very 
important one, but in almost every 
Army in the world two years training 
We believe 
training is sufficient 
for an infantryman. As regards the 
Motion which the noble Viscount has 
moved, I shall be very glad to grant him 
the Return. Of course, he’ will under- 
stand that he has asked for information 
which, under present arrangements, we 
have not got at the War Office. We 
have had to write to recruiting offices 
for it. Letters calling for this Return 
were dispatched the day after the noble 
Viscount put the Motion on the Paper, 
and as soon as we have collected the 
information the Return will be laid on 
'the Table. 


that two years 


THE MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT. 
Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, ! 
rise to call attention to the constitution 
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of the Committee appointed to inquire 
into the operation of Sections 78 and 87 
of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
in connection with the measurements 
of tonnage of merchant ships; to ask 
what representatives of merchant officers 
and seamen are acting on this Committee, 
by whom were they nominated, and 
what is the numerical strength of those 
they represent, and to move, “That, 
in the opinion of this House, the Com- 
mittee, so far as the interests of merchant 
officers and seamen are concerned, is 
defective in constitution and calculated 
to defeat the objects for which it has 
been formed.” 


I should in the first place state that I 
am calling attention to this subject en- 
tirely in the interests of the officers and 
men of our merchant ships, whose hard 
life is rendered still harder by the miser- 
able conditions under which they labour 
in the matter of accommodation and 
living room. Though it has been quies- 
cent in regard to previous Parliamentary 
Bills of the kind, the Marine Department 
of the Board of Trade awoke from its 
slumbers at the very last moment and 
successfully prevented the passing of the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill, 
which proposed to levy dues on the gross 
instead of the net tonnage. The Board 
of Trade’s excuse for stepping in in such a 
belated way was that such a Bill would 
tend to reduce the living spaces of the 
crews of merchant vessels. The Report 
of the Select Committee found the pre- 
amble of the Bill proved, but the Com- 
mittee stated that they were unani- 
mously ef opinion that the Board of 
Trade should simultaneously, and at an 
early date, initiate legislation with a view 
to raise the minimum of crew space per 
man required by Section 231 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act. It was ulti- 
mately decided that a Coinmittee should 
be appointed to consider the whole sub- 
ject of the incidence of tonnage dues, 
with particular reference to its bearing 
on living accommodation on board ship. 


Answering a Question in another place, 
the late President of the Board of Trade 
stated that a representative of seamen 
would sit on this Committee. I should 
mention that the Merchant Service 


Guild addressed a communication to the 
Board of Trade putting forward in a very 


Lord Muskerry. 


(LORDS} 
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strong way the serious grievances of the 
officers of many merchant vessels in re- 
spect of the unsuitable, insufficient, and 
often insanitary nature of the accommo- 
dation provided for them. The announce- 
ment that a Committee was to be formed 
gave great satisfaction to seafarers, as 
it looked as if at last a Government De- 
partment was in sympathy with ther 
claims. This satisfaction has given way 
to despondency, for what the Board ot! 
Trade have given with one hand they 
have taken away with the other. Pro- 
fessedly they are anxious to protect the 
interests of our seamen, but when it 
comes to these men being properly and 
adequately represented on the Committee 
it is quite another story. The tactics of 
the Marine Department of the Board 
are the usual ones of “ running with the 
hare and hunting with the hounds.” 


Now, my Lords, I am anxious to know 
who are supposed to represent our mer- 
chant officers and men on the Committee. 
There are, I understand, three members 
of it who have had nautical experience. 
The first of these is Captain Chalmers, 
who, as nautical adviser to the Board of 
Trade, is likely to represent official views 
rather than anything else. Besides, 
your Lordships must take into considera- 
tion the fact that he left the sea twenty- 
nine years ago, since when the whole 
conditions of merchant ships have been 
revolutionised. Another gentleman 
Captain Acton Blake, whose life as an 
Elder Brother of Trinity House has been 
cast in pleasant places. Previous to his 
election as an Elder Brother the views he 
publicly expressed on the merchant 
service were dissented from by many 
members of his own profession and 
members of the Nautical Society of which 
he was a member. Both Captain Cha!- 
mers and Captain Acton Blake are abie 
and conscientious men, but they cannot 
be looked upon, and are not looked upon, 
as representative of the officers of our 
merchant sbips. 


The other nautical member of the 
Committee is Mr. J. Havelock Wilson, 
who has acted as secretary of the Sea- 
men’s and Firemen’s Union—now an 
utterly discredited organisation. I should 
like to have some information regarding 
its numerical and financial strength at 
the present time. This member of the 
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Committee seems to have honoured the 
law rather in the breach than the obser- 
vance, judging by the record which I 
read. out to your Lordships on a former 
occasion, when my noble friend the Earl 
of Wemyss gave vour Lordships nis 
opinion that no man, with a record such 
as I read—he did not care whom he re- 
presented—was a fit and proper person 
to put upon a Committee of Inquiry, 
and yet he is still a persona grata with 
the Marine Department of the Board of 
Trade. I trust that your Lordships will 
express strong disapproval of this. Cap- 
tain Chalmers, Captain Acton Blake, and 
Mr. Havelock Wilson were the three 
nautical members of the Mercantile 
Marine Committee, and the Merchant 
Service Guild, representing over ten 
thousand captains and officers of mer- 
chant ships, declined absolutely to have 
anything to do with its proceedings 
owing to its constitution. Thus the 
assistance of a great power in nautical 
matters was lost. 


These three gentlemen appear, how- 
ever, to be prime favourites with the 
Marine Department for their Committees, 
fur, together with Mr. William Milburn 
and Colonel Denny, who were also 
members of the Mercantile Marine Com- 
mittee, they are now sitting on the 
present Tonnage Committee. The farce 
is complete when we know that five 
members of it are once more deliberating 
a Subject upon which they have already 
given their views in the Report of the 
Mercantile Marine Committee. Is it 
possible that they can, in justice to 
themselves, say anything different from 
what they said a few months ago? The 
Report of the Mercantile Marine Com- 
mittee was quite fruitless so far as giving 
seamen better accommodation was con- 
cerned. Therefore the Marine Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade, though, as I 
have said, professedly anxious for im- 
provement, must be aware that the 
present Tonnage Committee will most 
probably be equally barren of result. 
The failure of the Mercantile Marine 
Committee made it imperative that other 
and fresher blood should be infused 
into future Nautical Committees. The 
Board of Trade have any amount of 
choice, and it is their business to take 
advantage of it. 
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It is our port medical officers who ar> 
best qualified to speak about the accom- 
modation given to officers and seamen. 
The Medical Officer of Health for the 
port of London, in his Report, states 
that the results of the Mercantile Marine 
Committee Inquiry are “most disap- 
pointing.” There is no mistaking him 
when he declares that the conditions 
under which seamen have to live on 
board ships are such as would not be 
tolerated for an instant on shore. I 
would point out to your Lordships 
that seamen are allowed seventy-two 
cubic feet per head. In common lodging- 
houses even the allowance is 300 per 
head, and in Army barracks it is 600 
feet. The Report of the Medical Officer 
of London says that, to improve the 
conditions of seamen’s accommodation 
on board vessels, the following require- 


ments are necessary :—(l) an increase 
in the available cubic space; (2) an 
increase in the available floor space ; 


(3) more efficient ventilation; (4) suff- 
cient light, natural and artificial; (5) 
thorough insulation of bare iron—my 
noble friend Lord Ellenborough could 
tell your Lordships what a miserable 
thing it is for a man, after spending his 
watch on deck and getting wet through 
and chilled, to turn into his berth and 
find the clothes sopping wet through 
drippings from bare iron overhead— 
(6) a separate room for meals and re- 
creation—sailors, however, have little 
chance for recreation when at sea—and 
(7) a washhouse. 





The Medical Officer of Glasgow, speak- 
ing at the Sanitary Congress, said that 
in some of the larger liners reaching 
Glasgow it was not uncommon to see 
bunks placed in all available corners, 
absolutely dark, and little short of 
coffins. If this is the case with liners 
your Lordships can imagine what it is 
often like in tramps. The Medical 
Officer of Health for the port of Man- 
chester says that out of a total of 2,385 
ships inspected, no fewer than 916 
showed some one or other insanitary 
condition, the insanitary conditions dis- 
covered amounting to no fewer than 
1,876, a considerable proportion of 
which were cases of contraventions of 
the Merchant Shipping Act. These are 


scathing commentaries on both the 
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action of the Marine Department of the | ships. 
Board o. Trade and the Report of the} but the difficulty is to discriminate be- i 


Mercantile Marine Committee. One tween the good and the bad shipowner. 
| 





In some ships it is good enovgh, 


would have thought that, as health 
and sanitation on board ship were 
vitally concerned, some medical expert | 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (The Marquess of Satis- 





aig’ have been invited to sit on BURY): My Lords, the noble Lord who 
— “pagans I trust I have | pas just sat down has most correctly 
proved to you the unrepresentative | stated the reference to the Committee 


character of the Committee, and have 
clearly shown that five members of 
the present Tonnage (Committee are 
already committed to views on a 


subject which the Board of Trade have | 


invited them to inquire into again. The 
benefit to officers and seamen will, in 
all probability, be nl, and the Marine 
Department of the Board of Trade 
will have attained its object. To stop 
this waste of time and public funds I 
have felt it my duty to lay these facts 
before your Lordships, and I hope you 
will accord your support to my Motion. 


Moved to resolve, ‘‘ That, in the 
opinion of this House, the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the operation 
ot Sections 78 and 87 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, in connection with 
the tonnage of merchant ships, so far 
as the interests of 
in constitution and calculated to defeat 
the objects for which it has been 


formed.” —(The Lord Muskerry.) 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH : My Lords, 
I was under the impression that there 
was a Committee sitting on the question 
of tonnage with a view to seeing whether 
an alteration of the rules of tonnage 
would improve the condition of merchant 
seamen, but I find now that this Com- 
mittee is sitting on another matter— 


allowed for the propelling power, and 
also as regards the question of local 
Tates for measurement of 


has nothing whatever to do with sailors’ 
accommodation. I would, therefore, 
suggest that 
should go on with its work, and that 
another Committee should be appointed 
to deal with the question of the housing 
of merchant seamen. Everyone knows 
that the accommodation at present 


existing is very bad in a great many | mittee. 


Lord Muskerry. 


merchant officers | 
and seamen are concerned, is defective | 


/evidently arraigning the 
on the question as to the space to be | 
' without reference 


tonnage ; | 
and that the reference to this Committee | 


the present Committee | 


which is now sitting. I confess I do 
not think your Lordships would have 
gathered it from the speech of the noble 
Lord who first addressed you. He 
roamed over a very wide subject—namely, 
the general question of the accommoda- 
tion of seamen on our merchant ships. 
The Tonnage Committee has no such 
wide significance as that. It has to 
deal with a very plain and precise point, 
arising out of the rejection of a certain 


| Liverpool Bill in the House of Commons 


in the last session of Parliament. | 


/might remind your Lordships, though 
/no doubt you are aware of the fact, 
‘that that Bill sought to change for the 
-port of Liverpool the method upon 


which registered tonnage was calculated. 
Instead of the present general system, 


‘under which the propelling power anc 


certain other spaces are legitimate deduc- 
tions from the gross tonnage in order to 
arrive at the net tonnage, the Mersey 
Bill sought to provide that only a certain 


| percentage of the tonnage should so be 


allowed to be deducted; that it should 
not be the complete but a limited amount 
of the tonnage devoted to propelling 
power which should be deducted. 


That Bill was resisted by His Majesty’s 
Government, and I think that is one 
of the points which the noble Lord has 
entirely forgotten. The noble Lord is 
Government 
as if we had appointed this Committee 
to the interests of 
the crews of these ships. Why, my 
Lords, the very origin of the Committee 
was precisely the contrary. It was 
because the Government were not satis- 
fied that the Mersey Bill would sufficiently 
protect the interests of the crews that 
they advised the House of Commons 
to reject the Bill. That is an important 
point to remember. The noble Lord 


asks what iepresentatives there are 
of the masters and men on this Com- 
He has taken the names ot 
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the gentlemen on the Committee and 
declared that he is not satisfied with 
them. I am very sorry that he 
is not satisfied, but I think the 
appointments to that Committee have 
been very proper and _ appropriate. 
Captain Blake is a master, and Mr. 
Havelock Wilson, who is very well 
known in connection with seamen, 
his also been appointed a 
of the Committee. The noble Lord 
seemed to think that they stood alone. 


13 


That appears to me to be a profound | 


d-lusion. They do not stand alone. 
The interests of the shipowners are for 
this purpose precisely identical 
the interests of the crews. The ship- 
owners do not desire that there should 
be any limitations upon the deductions 
which are made from gross tonnage 
in order to arrive at net tonnage. ; 
prefer that the present system should 


continue, and that they shall be allowed, | 


without hindrance, to deduct the whole 


space occupied by propelling power from | 


gross tonnage in order to arrive at net 
tonnage. Of course, that is not the view 


of those who represent harbour boards, | 


dock companies, and so forth, but the 
shipowners’ interests are for this purpose 


identical with the interests of the crews, | 


and they are fully represented upon 
this Committee. There are three ship- 
owners 01 the Committee; but it does 


not finish there. There is Captain 
Chalmers representing the Board of 
Trade. 


The noble Lord has made an attack 
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member | 


with | 


They | 


upon the Marine Department of the | 
Board ot Trade, and with great deference | 


to him I should like to make a respectful 


protest against the language which 
he used. There is nobody tesponsible 


to your Lordships’ House or to the other 
House of Parliament for the conduct of 
the Board of Trade except the Parlia- 
mentary Ministers who sit in the two 
Houses. The Marine Department con- 
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| Seeeenanent I take complete responsi- 
bility for what has been done by myself 
and my predecessor in office in the ap- 
pointment of this Committee. We have 
‘complete confidence in the Marine De- 
| partment of the Board of Trade and in 
| Captain Chalmers, who has no axe to 
| grind, and goes on the Committee as 
'a perfectly impartial member. The 
noble Lord has no reason to suppose 
that his interest will be used in any 
other way than strictly impartially 
in order to protect the interests 
/of the crews just as he would pro 
tect the interests of any other parties 
concerned. Besides Captain Chalmers 
there is my hon, friend the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade, who is Chairman of 
ithe Committee—the very man who 
/moved the rejection of the Mersey Bill 
on the grounds, partly, which the noble 
|Lord has put forward. Lastly, there 
is on the Committee a very well-known 
| Member of Parliament, the senior Mem- 
ber for Oldham, Mr. Emmott, who 
certainly does not represent any interest 
antagonistic to the men, and, being a 
representative of a large working-class 
| constituency, if he was supposed to have 
any partiality one way or the other, he 
would no doubt be more in favour of 


Shipping Act. 





the men than anybody else. But I do 
| not suggest that for a moment. I know 


he would be impartial, but certainly 
not prejudiced against the interests 
which the noble Lord represents. That 
being the constitution of the Committee, 
I submit that the attack which the noble 
Lord has made upon it falls to the ground. 


I can assure your Lordships and the 
noble Lord that His Majesty's Govern- 


'ment are fully alive to all the difficulties 


connected with the life of the men who 
form our merchant service. There was, 
as I daresay your Lordships know, a 
Bill before Parliament last session, 


which has been reintroduced, or is 


'about to be reintroduced this session, 


sists of a very hard-working and efficient | 
body of men, who work under the orders | 
and directions of their Parliamentary | 


chiefs, and for the noble Lord to come 
down to this House to attack that de- 
partment as if they were responsible 
for the policy adopted by the Government 
is, I submit to your Lordships, a strong 
measure, utterly contrary to the tradi- 


which will to some extent, we hope, 
make easier the conditions under which 
they live. I do not propose to go 
into details with regard to that Bill, 
nor do I say it will cover all the points 
with which the noble Lord has dealt, 
but it is an earnest of our desire to deal 
with that important branch of this 
subject. The Government cannot agree 


tions of this House and Parliamentary | to the Motion of the noble Lord. I 
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repeat that we have appointed this’ 


Committee in order to prevent the very 
evils arising to which the noble Lord 
has called attention, and which would 
have ensued if the Mersey Bill had been 
allowed to pass. We have, therefore, 
given an earnest of our desire as to the 
way in which this subject should be 
dealt with, and we are confident that 
when the Committee has reported it 
will be time enough for the noble Lord 
to criticise it, and if, as I believe it will 
be, the Report is a reasonable one, to 
support His Majesty's Government in 
any change of the law they may propose 
in pursuance thereof. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords I, 
have listened with great interest to the 
statement of the noble Marquess the 
President of the Board of Trade. I am 
greatly astonished to hear that this is 
only a Tonnage Committee and that it 
has no reference to accommodation on 
board ship. If that is so, why was any 
representative of the seamen put on it at 
all? They have absolutely nothing to do 
with tonnage. That is entirely a financial 
question between the shipowners and 
the various harbour and dock authorities. 
The noble Marquess stated that through- 
out my speech I spoke of masters. I 
never used the word “‘ master”; I said 
“ officersand men.”’ The master is always 
pretty well berthed on board. It was 
the case of the officers and men of which 
I spoke. The document placed in my 
hands by the Merchant Service Guild 
stated that the Committee was appointed 
to consider the whole subject of tonnage, 
with particular reference to its bearing 
on living accommodation on board ship. 
I have had documents through my hands 
for the last seven years from the Mer- 
chant Service Guild, and have never 
found a single mistake in them. There- 
tore, with all due deference to the noble 
Marquess below me and to my noble 
friend Lord Ellenborough, I cannot help 
thinking that they may have made some 
mistake. I repeat that if this Committee 
is dealing with living accommodation it is 
not a representative Committee. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


House adjourned at Five minutes 
before Five o’clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o'clock. 


Marquess of Salisbury. 


{COMMONS} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 31st March, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr SpEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners cf 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 

not previously inquired into, and which 

are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—Cordoba and Rosario 

Railway Bill [Lords]; Entre Rios Rail- 

ways Bill [Lords]; Hastings Harbour 

District Railway (Abandonment) Bill 

[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


Morley Corporation Bill. Read the 
third time, and passed. 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill; Ep- 
ping Gas Bil; Great Eastern Railway 
Bill; Higham and Hundred of Hoo 
Water Bill; Loughborough Corporation 
Bill; Norwich Union Life Insurance 
Society Bill; Weybridge and Walton- 
upon-Thames Electric Supply Bill. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


London Southern Tramways Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 1). 


Sir Henry KimBer reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 1 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience cf 
parties, they had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at Two of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 


Sir JosEpH LEEsE reported from the 
Committee on Group G of Private Bills ; 











sy Questions. 


That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned until Wednes- 
dav next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Xeport to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WOMEN’S 
DISABLLITIES BILL. 
Petition from West Bristol, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Portobelio, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Newmiln, in favour; to 


lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Bradford ; 
Brampton; Brockley (four); Chertsey ; 
Clapham; Darlington; Exeter; Hamp- 
stead; Lewisham (three); Liverpool ; 
New Cross ; Northampton (four) ; Putney ; 
and Streatham; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from Evesham; 
and North London; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH BILL. 
Petition from Crewe, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
27th March, 1905, relating to Seamen’s 
Lodging Houses in the County Borough 
of Salford [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
27th March, 1905, providing that Picric 
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Acid and Picrates, and mixtures of Picric 
Acid, shall be deemed to be explosives 
within the meaning of the Act, with 
certain exceptions [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (PRO- 
CEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ecedings during the month of February, 
1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account presented, of all moneys re- 
ceived and of the disposal thereof, and of 
all Contracts for the g.ant of Deterred 
Life Annuities and for Payments on 
Death made, during the vear 1904 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 107.] 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Public Records (Office of His Majestv’s 
Woods Forests, and Land Revenues). 
Copy of Second Schedule containing a 
List and Particulars of Classes of Docu- 
ments existing or accruing in the Office of 
His Majesty’s Woods, Forests, and Land 
Revenues, which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their 
preservation in the Public Record Office 
[by Act]. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Explosions of Gas in Telephone Inspec- 
tion t hambers — Precautions for Public 
Safety. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Post- 
master-General whether his attention has 
been called to a recent action to recover 
damages for personal injuries sustained 
through the explosion of gas in a tele- 
phone inspection chamber fixed in the 
footway in Regent Street; and, seeing 
that both Judge and jury expressed the 
opinion that, in the interests of public 
safety, the accumulation of gas in these 
telephone inspection chambers should be 
prevented by a system of ventilation, 
will he state whether he pzoposes to 
adopt the suggestion. 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) My atten- 
tion was called to the case, and it has 
ben carefully considered. I fear that 
ventilation of the inspection chambers is 
not practicable, as I do not think the 
local authorities would consent to my 
fixing ventilating p‘llars in the footways, 
and the owners of private houses would 
not allow me to carry pipes up the walls. 
Ventilating covers could not be adopted, 
because they would not keep the cables 
free from mud and water. I am propos- 
ing to lay down certain precautions to be 
taken by my staff when opening man- 
holes in which the presence of gas is sus- 
pected; but it is right to say that, so far 
a3 the facts are known to me, no pre- 
cautions taken by my employees would 
have prevented the recent explosions in 
Regent Street. 





Learners in the Post Office. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he will state what is the number 
of learners employed in the Post Office 
service in Ireland at the present time, 
giving length of service and rate of 
wages ; also correspording particulars in 
connection with England and Wales. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
numbers on or about the 14th March 
were: Ireland—Male, 260; Female, 145. 


England and Wales—Male, 1,481; 
emale, 702. Scotland— Male, 2352: 


emale, 146. The usual rate of wages is 
Gs. a week for males, and 5s. for females. 
The rates for learners with more than two 
years service have just been increased. 
The average length of service is under two 
vears. 


Relief of the Unemployed. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
Tc ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the Bill 
ior the establishment of authorities 
to deal with the question of the unem- 
ployed will set up a central authority 
with power to undertake, either alone 
or in conjunction with subordinate 
authorit:es, public works of national im- 
portance like the improvement of the 
navigation of great estuaries, in c.ises 
where the resources of local authorities 
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Questions. 


are too limited to enable them to under- 
take the work. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) | 
am afraid that I could not undertake to 
give beforehand any information as to 
the contents of the Bill which the 
Government propose to introduce dealing 
with the question of the unemployed. 


Hstate of the late Thomas Flynn. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): To ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will cause inquiries to 
be made through His Majesty’s Consul- 
General in New Yo:k as to the cause of 
the delay in the distribution of the estate 
of the late Thomas Flynn, a native of 
Ireland, who died in Warwick, near 
Providence, Rhode Island, in February, 
1902. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His Majesty’s 


'Consul-General will be requested to re- 


port. 


The Church Dispute in Scotland—Dis- 
turbances at Auchterarder, Perthshire. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the Lord-Advocate 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the disturbances at Auchterarder, 
Perthshire, on Sundays the 19th and 
26th instant, when members of the Free 
Church congregation were stoued and 
assaulted when leaving their place of 
worship; and whether he will order an 
inquiry into the matter, with a view to 
affording protection in future to the 
worshippers. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
disturbances referred to were brought to 
my knowledge. I caused inquiry to be 
made, and put myself in communication 
with the sheriff on the subject. Steps 
have already been taken to put a stop to 
the conduct referred to; these steps were 
largely effective on the 26th instant ; and 
I am communicating further with the 
local authorities, and believe all cause of 
complaint will now be removed. 


Dismissals of Dockyard Employees. 
Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 


mouth): To ask the Se retary to the 
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Admiralty whether he can give any in- 
formation as to the prospects of the dis- 
charging of employees from the Royal 
Dockyards ; and whether he can give an 
assurance that every effort will be made 
to avoid hardship and inconvenience. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) It will 
he necessary to reduce the personne! of 
the dockyards during the coming 
financial year, but the dismissals will be 
carried out as gradually as possible, and 
it is hoped they will not at any time 
exceed twenty-five in a week at Ports- 
mouth. Every care has been taken to 
effect the reductions with the least 
possible amount of hardship, and the 
notices recently given at Portsmouth 
were issued under a misapprehension by 
the Admiral-Superintendent there. 


Irish Agricultural Department—Catholic 
Clerks in the Veterinary Branch. 
Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the opinions 
ot Trish local bodies as to the treatment 
hv the Department of Agriculture of the 
Catholic gentlemen in the veterinary 
branch, and of the fact that the Vice- 
President’s inquiry into the case took 
-ognisarce cnly of the views of the higher 
‘fficials and did not admit evidence from 
the Catholic gentlemen concerned, he 
will consider the advisability of granting 
a full inquiry into the whole matter. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) 1 beg 
to refer to the Answer given to the hon. 
Member’s Question on the 6th instant.t 
No further inquiry is called for or neces- 
sary. 


Amounts Expended on Military Works 
Apart from Annual Estimates. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office if he will state the 
sums expended out of loans, apart from 
the Annual Estimates, since 1895, on 
military defensive works in the United 
Kingdom , and what sums are allocated 
for similar works in the future. 


(Answered by Mr. Brom'ey Davenport.) 
The total expenditure on defence works 
at Home (inclusive of the Channel 





+ See (4) Debates, cxlii., 420. 
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Islands) under the Imperial Defence and 
Military Works Loans since April Ist, 
1895, has amounted to about £1,600,000. 
The balance remaining for expenditure 1s 
estimated at £477,000, inclusive of 
amounts required for works in progress. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS) 
BILL. 


[SEcoND READING. } 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. COMPION RICKETT (Sear- 
borough) siid that this was a short bill 
of which he had the honour to move the 
Second Reading to-day. It really stan- 
dirdised and provided for certain practices 
largely adopted by masters and men 
throughout England; but not adopted in 
Scotland by any means universally, These 
provisions were really Amendments to the 
Act of 1887, and provided for the ap, oint- 
ment of a deputy check-weigher, tor cer- 
tain machivery regarding his appointmenc 
and removal; to p.ovide shelter from the 
weather for the check-weigher and his 
deputy, to extend the system of check- 
weighing to men who worked under 
contract where there was a contractor 
standing between the employer and 
the men; and in some other small 
details to amend the Act of 1887. The 
position of che_k-weigher appears in the 
year 1850, when there was a Regul.- 
tion of Coal Mines Act pissed by the 
then Home Secretary, Sir George 
Lewis, under the Government of Mr. 
Palmerston, of which Mr, Gladstone was 
amember. This Act recognised the duty 
of the check-weigher, but it did not define 
whether coal should always be taken by 
measure, by gauge, or by weight, and it 
permitted it to be treated either by 
weight, by measure, or by gauge. This 
caused a great deal of complaint, and in 
1866-67 the House of Con:mons appointed 
a Select Committee to consider the 
grievances of ihe men. The men com- 
plained that in the greater part of 
England there was a rough-and-ready 
method of judging by tub, and payment 
by the tub was prevalent. Those tubs 
varied in size, and with the development 
of machinery, the deepening of shaf.s, the 
enlarging of premises and tram lines, the 
tubs tended to increase in size, and were 
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not the same size in one colliery as in 
another, Although he did not suggest 
that this was intentionally fraudulent, 
yet it had the effect of depriving the men 
of their due; and they had good ground 
for complaint. The owners at that time 
objected to the weighing system, pre- 
ferring the measure system, because they 
said that the small coal brought up filled 
the interstices of the tub, and the 
measure really gave the net result ot the 
large coal of the tub, whereas by the 
weighing system they would have to 
take the small as well as the large coal. 
The Committee at that time declined to 
recommend payment by weight. The 
matter drifted on until 1872, when the 
Coal Mines Act was passed, and at that 
date they finally abandoned the use of 
the measure and provided that it should 
be taken by weight only, allowing, of 
course, the right to the men to check the 
weight, so that the masters paid them. 
Ear] Morley, speaking in the House of 
Lords, defended the claim of making the 
weight the standard on the ground that 
coal is sold by weight and not by measure, 
and that the men were entitled to 
be paid by weight inasmuch as it was 
the same principle on which the masters 
received payment on the article itself. 


Now it was quite evident that it was 
impossible to pay for the coal actually 
drawn unless they provided some sort of 
method for determining the weight of 
foreign substances brought upaccidentally 
or through carelessness with the coal 
which could not, and ought not, to be 
treated as net coal on which payment 
should be made to the men for getting 
it. Therefore the Act of 1877 provided 
that deductions should be made from coal 
for dross and foreign substances brought 


up with the coal. This very much 
increased the duties of those who 
were appointed to check-weigh, for 
it introduced a new element into 
it, at all events a very important 
one. He had not only to protect 


the interests of the men in the matter of 
weight, but also to protect them against 


ov 
fo) 


the employer, or representative of the 
employer ; to see that the proper amount 
was deducted for the rubbish sent up with 
the coal, partly through accident—that 
was recognised—but more or less from in- 
attention on the part of some of the men 


Mr. Compton Rickett. 
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to their duties. On the other hand, such 
a practice was liable to abuse, and 
practically the check-weigher became for 
the time being the representative of the 
men in all matters of dispute, and these 
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disputes extended bevond the mere 
question of weight or deduction. Practi- 


cally the importance of the check-weigher 
was due to the fact that the check-weigher 
settled with the representatives of the 
collieries innumerable complaints, ad- 
justed matters on the spot, and prevented 
them being referred to the representatives 
at large, either to the Federation of 
Mineowners or to the Federation of 
Miners. They did at first hand some of 
the work of the union in a common- 
sense and rule-of-thumb way, Therefore 
he would ask the House to attribute to 
the check-weigher more importance 
than that of a mere man who was placed 
at the pit head to see that the proper 
amount of coal was weighed, and that 
the men were paid on the amount brought 
to the pit bank. 


Other complaints had been made 
that there was a difficulty under the 
Act of 1887 in determining — the 
amount of small coal, although that 
difficulty was largely got over through 
an instruction being given by the 
employer and the men not to send the 
small to bank; and a large amount of 
small coal that came out of the pit wis 
treated not under the head of “‘ small,” 
but treated as a case of improperly 
filling the tubs or trams. Now 
for a long time past there had been 
no difficulty in adjusting these delicate 
matters between the employers and 
men, and in a large number of collieries 
throughout the length and_ breadth 
of these islands matters went on from 
year’s end to year’s end unchallenged. 
In some cases there were arrangements 
made for taking an average. This 
agreement system had been growing and 


was generally satisfactory. If any 
further changes were desired from 


the Act of 1887 they had better be 
settled by masters and mer out of the 
House. To introduce them into this Act 
would be to bring in matters highly con- 
troversial. Those who promoted this 
Bill had adopted advice from himself 
and others, unloading the Bill of anything 
,which could be called controversial, and 
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tendering the Bill so simple as almost 
to excite a smile amongst Members of 
this House. He trusted it would be 
recognised upon the other side that 
moderation and consideration had been 
shown, and that the Bill would not be 
endangered in its passage through 
Committee by attempting to put into it 
something which might bear a relation- 
ship to it, but which could not be settled 
by common consent, as the clauses in this 
Bill certainly could. There were com- 
ments made by his right hon. friend the 
Member for East Fife in 1896, in regard 
to a different Bill then before the House. 
But in 1896 the question of deduction 
was in a state of chaos, and he was 
at liberty to say that the late Home 


Secretary would not have made the 
same comment to-day as he made 
then. He would have been there, if he 


had not had an engagement out of town, 
to support this Bill, and he hoped that it 
would pass disembarrassed of other 
amendments. 


Now, there were nearly 3,000 check- 
weighers employed in different parts 
of England and_ Scotland. These 
men were representing hundreds of 
thousands of others at work, They were 
picked men who had to represent their 
fellows, whom they had to trust in 
matters of weight and deduction; 
they were men who had secured by 
their conduct and character the confilence 
of their fellows; and therefore, in asking 
for some consideration in the matter of a 
deputy, in the matter of shelter, thedetails 
of their appeintment, the standardising of 
the position both of the weigher himself 
and of his deputy, they were asking con- 
sideration for a class of men who were the 
representatives of the body of the miners 
of the United Kingdom. Of course they 
might find here and there cases in which 
weighers had been unreasonable or had 
interfered, or gone beyond their duties, 
but the law protected the employer, and 
provided, in the case of interference of 
the men beyond the duties of weighing, 
that there should be an opportunity of 
going before a summary Court of Juris- 
diction, and obtaining the removal of the 
weigher. But the weigher was not a man 
who was simply selected by agreement or 
contract; he formed part of the law of the 
land in relation to coal mines, and there- 
iore his rights should be guarded by this 
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House quite as carefully as should be the 
rights of property. He formed part of 
the Acts of Parliament relating to coal- 
mining. If there were cases in which 
complaint had been made of the super- 
vision of the weigher being too minute, 
there were also cases on the other side 
in which employers had acted unreason- 
ably, and, broadly speaking, those who 
knew the trade were quite aware, taking 
the body of men and the body of em- 
ployers, that there was fairly good agree- 
ment between the two sides; and bad 
cases, which were very exceptional, 
were quite as much to be found in the 
ranks of the employers as they were to 
be found in the ranks of the men. The 
demand fora deputy was simply that when, 
through illness, the weigher himself could 
not perform his duties, or when he was 
called away, perhaps on business belong- 
ing to his Miners’ Association—for, re- 
member, these men were distinguished 
by their ability to represent others by 
reason of their appointment, and that, 
therefore, they naturally had other duties 
to perform beyond the routine duties 
of the check-weigher—when there was 
reasonable cause for their leaving their 
duties they were to have the right in that 
case of putting on a deputy. It was 
far better that the deputy’s position should 
be legalised, for he then had the oppor- 
tunity of learning his duties and feel- 
ing that he was recognised, that he was 
a responsible min, and he was more likely 
to perform those duties in a satisfactory 
manner. Most collieries at the present 
time allowed so reasonable an arrang: - 
ment, but that had been objected to in 
some and any employer who 
thoroughly disl.ked the whole system and 
regarded it as a source of espionage could 
object, of course, and would embarrass 
the men by asking that if by any accident 
the check-weigher could not perform his 
duties, no one should do his duties fcr 
him. Now, that was not in the interests 
of the employer, because the men would 
naturally be suspicious oi deductions 
made or questions of weight going on be- 
hind their backs in the absence of their 
representatives, and for the sake of peace, 
and in order to maintain confidence on 
both sides, if it were right to have the 
check-weigher, surely it was right to have 
a deputy. Why, even in the duties of 
/the House it was necessary to have a 


cases, 
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deputy for the Chair, and for the Chairman 
of Committees. 


Then there was a clause in the Bill 
providing for the method of appoint- 
ment. The original Act of 1887 stated 
that if a man were appcinted check- 
weigher by ballot there was a legal re- 
covery for the wages of the check-weigher ; 
that was to say, the wages paid by the 
employer were to be stopped out of the 
money paid by the miners—the wages 
became recoverable by law. But in the 
case where there was no ballot, such 
legal recovery would not stand, although 
the men as a whole hal, by the statute 
of 1887, the right to appoint a weigher ; 
that was to say, if all the men came 
together and agreed unanimously, or 
ugreed by a majority on a man, that man 
would be the check-weigher; or if they 
sent a communication to the employer 
that would give them, under Clause 
13 of the original Act, he believed, 
the right to appoint a check-weigher, but 
it would not give the check-weigher the 
right to recover his wages. He quite 
admitted that the drafting of this parti- 
cular clause, the second section of the 
first clause, was a little intricate, but 
really all that was intended was this; 
that if the original power vested in the 
whole of the employees were not 
exercised and a ballot taken, there 
should be a meeting held, and the result 
of that ballot should be certified by the 
chairman of that meeting; that the 
chairman of the meeting should certify 


either in the first place that the ballot , 


had been taken and the result of the 
ballot was so-and-so, or, failing a ballot, 
should give the names of all those, pre- 
sumably a majority, who had voted for a 
particular man, and make a communi- 
cation giving the names to the employer. 
This was to provide the machinery for 
giving the employer a definite statement 
as to the man was who was to be 
the representative of the men as check- 
weigher. As a matter of fact, largely, 
he believed the ballot system was ob- 
taining in England. He thought that 


the other method was quite exceptional, 
and he would hardly suppose that any- 
one would desire to appoint a check- 
weigher except through the means of the 
ballot, a very effectual and easy way of | 
ascertaining the will of the men and 


Mr. Compton Rickett. 
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which also provided satisfactory means 
for the payment of the weigher hims0If, 


The fourth section of the first claus 
provided shelter from the weather for 
the man who had to use a book and refer 
to papers, and who had to remain at the 
pit-head for the greater part of the day, 
and possibly to move about at times to 
follow the tram or the tub, and then 
return to his little office and make his 
notes. That seemed so obviously reason- 
able that one could hardly imagine that 
it was not the case throughout England. 
As far as England was concerned, it wa; 
practically the case. As far as Scotland 
was concerned, for some reason which h: 
did not know and could not understand, 
except it were the general case of th: 
*‘ saxpence,” some of the Scotch collierics 
did not do that. He had been furnished, 
but would not read it, with a list, for he 
did not want to pillory anyone, but he 
was told that there were dozens of collierivs 
in Lanarkshire that did not provide protec- 
tion for the check-weigher, and that, 
in one particular case that came before 
the Courts. the employer, feeling great 
disgust at having to comply with the law 
at all, took down the accommodation 
that did exist and left the weigher to the 
mercy of the weather. Now, that 
certainly would not be the wish of anyone 
with feelings of humanity, and also looked 
like a petty method to endeavour to 
evade the provisions of the Act. There- 
fore, this clause simply provided that 
space, area for two persons, a desk and 
table, and so on, should be provided for 
the check-weigher, Further down in 
Sub-section 3 of Clause 2, it provided 
that the check-weigher might recover 
expenses properly incurred by him in 
carrying out his work, which expens’s 


were trivial, practically a matter of 
stationery. It had been thought desir- 


able to put them into the Act, but 
he felt it was so trivial that it would be 
hardly challenged. 


There was a further clause, to give 
the workmen the right to remove the 
weigher and to arrange the method 
by which that removal would take 
place. That was simply to give those 
who elected the check-weigher by 
ballot the right to use that method to 
remove him. Surely if the check-weigher 
lost the confidence of the men _ it 
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was only fair that, as he was their 
representative and not acting for himself, 
they should have the right properly 
and legally to remove him. This was 
not intended in any way to prejudice 
the rights of the masters to remove, and 
if it were thought that the word “‘ remove” 
left any doubt in the matter he was quite 
prepared in Committee to agree to the 
iasertion of words to show that this 
removal on the part of the men should 
not in any way prejudice the general 
right of the master in case of complaint 
sustained of interference or misconduct 
on the part of the check-weigher. 


The only other thing, which he 
believed was not of very great interest 
to employers, but of which this House 
might require some sort of explanation, 
referred to the dealing with cases in which 
the collieries were worked, or partly 
worked, under contract. Now, he was 
informed that the contract system, the 
system of letting out to a contractor or 
more than one contractor the working of 
the colliery, so as to secure the employers 
from direct dealing with the men who 
removed the coal, was a system that now 
and again had been adopted, more 
particularly by employers who did not 
care to come against the union officials ; 
but he was glad to say, because he would 
have thought an ordinary employer 
would have wished to control directly 
the labour in his pit and would not have 
wished to delegate that control to an 
intermediary, that very largely that 


system was being discontinued in 
ingland. It existed in some parts of 
Staffordshire and some other parts of 
Kngland. It was very little known in 


Yorkshire and did not appear to be on 
tie increase. But he must say that 
where it was introduced for the first 
time it was largely aimed at the union. 
It was practically intended to remove 
the men from contact with their union 
and place them under the control of a 
contractor, who, by dividing them in 
groups, could obtain a contro! over them 
which the employer would not have if 
union men were employed in the bulk. 
He did not say that as a moral 
ground for forbidding the system. The 
employers ought to have the right, if 
they pleased, if it were to their interest 
to do so, to adopt the contract system, 
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but inasmuch as even where the men 
were paid a day wage the representative 
of the men ought to be the check-weighe: 
in matters of deductions, and as the 
deductions were perhaps almost as im- 
portant, if not more important, than the 
check weighing there was great reason 
for still maintaining this system of check- 
weighers even in collieries where part or 
even the whole was worked under the 
contract system. Moreover, a great deal 
of the work which was done under con- 
tract by dav work need not be so done. 
A good deal of it was done, he was told, 
on returus of weight, and the men who 
worked under the contract system had 
no protection at all unless there should be 
some one who represented them above- 
stairs at the pit-head, in the daylight, and 
who could see what was fair between 
masters and men. Of course, it might be 
said that the contractor himself might do 
that, and that he had an interest in not 
paying a man for getting less coal than 
the coal actually got. But as between 
the contractor and the men who worked 
it was right and fair surely that someone 
should represent these men who worked 
under the contractor and who had no 
means otherwise of checking the con- 
tractors who, for the purposes of manage- 
ment, were their masters quite as much 
as if the contractors were the owners of 
the colliery. On the other hand, the pro- 
tection of the check-weigher was extended 
to the contractor as well, although the ap- 
pointment of a check-weigher by the con- 
tractors was a very poor substitute for 
an appointment by the whole of the 
men. What they asked was simply 
this, that the system of a check-weigher 
should be encouraged and not discouraged; 
and while they did not ask for any inter- 
ference by legislation in a matter of 
contracts, leaving that to work its own 
cure and take its own course, they did 
ask that the men working under contract, 
under whatever system, should be per- 
mitted to elect a check-weigher, and 
a contractor, though he might have 
different methods of working, part by 
weight and part by time, should be called 
upon, as he was now, to contribute to the 
wages of the check-weigher. That might 
appear at first blush as if it required 
an explanation, but he thought if they 
looked into it, if his explanation were at 


all clear, they would see it was not asking 
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an unreasonable thing. That almost 
exhausted the clauses of the Act. He 
hoped that the House would realise that 
a great deal had been done to simplify 
this Bill, and that, if there was not much 
interest shown in it, its reasonableness 
must not be gauged and measured, he 
would not say weighed, by the state of 
the House at the present time. Really 
the Bill was so little controversial, and so 
much had been done outside to ac- 
celerate its passage through the House 
before the Second Reading, that little re- 
mained, he hoped, to debate. And he 
ventured therefore to commend it to the 
judgment and consideration of the 
House. He begged to move the Second 
Reading. 
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Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhonddha) pointed out that 
every time this proposal had come before 
the House the right of the collier to have 
his coal check-weighed was recognised. 
What they claimed to-day was to improve 
these facilities, by allowing the appoint- 
ment of a sub-check-weigher. Since the 
House had admitted that right it was 
essentially necessary, in order to protect 
the continuity of the weighing to the 
collier, that someone should be appointed 
at very little notice indeed to take the 
place of the regula: check-weigher. The 
check-weigher had not only to take an 
accurate account of the weight of the 
work done by the collier who employed 
him, but he had every week end to give 
to the collier the amount of the coal he 
had weighed for him. In the best con- 
ducted places the weight was taken by 
the employer from the check-weigher on 
daily sheets. At the close of the day the 
weigher handed over his sheet to the 
head clerk of the company at the office. 
If the check-weigher should happen to be 
away for one day in the week there was 
no chance for the collier to have the full 
weight of what he produced during the 
week. How reasonable therefore was 
the request that a sub - check - weigher 
should be appointed to protect the collier, 
It was so reasonable that he did not 
think the House would regard it as a 


frivolous demand, but one that was 
absolutely necessary. Then facilities 


were wanted to enable the weigher to 
take the weight. According to the law 


the collier had a right to test the weigh- 
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ing- machine, but it was nonsense to 
talk of using a weighing-machine without 
proper weights. To the credit of the 
South Wales colliery employers he must 
say they did not trifle with things that 
were necessary to give the check-weigher 
proper facilities. He did not want to 
brag about them, but if what was done 
in this respect in South Wales was 
done in other parts of the country 
there would be no necessity for this Bill. 
Then the places where these accounts 
were taken ought to be a little more 
healthy. They should be water - tight, 
ice-tight, and wind-tight, and all kinds 
of tights. He made all these proposals 
to protect the collier who was in danger 
of his life every moment of the day— 
men this country were so much in- 
debted to, and who were doing so much 
for the comfort of all classes of the 
community. As far as sub-contracting 
was concerned he would like to do 
away with the system—he referred 
contractors who employed 
a number of men to hew coal for them 
at so much per ton, while getting so 
much per ton more themselves. They 
had taken from the Bill everything 
they thought was contentious, and they 
hoped it would be carried without a 
division. He was sure that the Gov- 
ernment would see that its object was 
to bring up the indifferent employer, 
the unsympathetic employer, he did 
not want to say the bad employer, they 
knew what he meant—to the standard 
of the teally good employer, who did 
all these things voluntarily. Three- 
fourths of the employers were doing 
what was asked for and in fact the 
proposals of the Bill were so right and 
just in principle to the men that he 
hoped no one would stop its progress 
to the Statute-book. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a Second 
time.” —(Mr. Compton Rickett.) 


JoLONEL FILKINGTON (Sancashire, 
Newton) said he desired to acknowledge 
the very moderate manner in which the 
Bill had been put before the House 
by both the mover and seconder. They 
had taken great care to place before the 
House very clearly what they desired, 
and the Bill had his most cordial assent. 




















33 


He was very glad indeed to hear from 
the hon. Member for the Rhondda Valley 
that what was asked for in the Bill was 
already supplied by the majority of the 
mineowners at the pit mouth. Surely it 
was a most proper thing that a deputy 
should be appointed. They knew very well 
that this weighing of coal had to be very 
carefully done, and it was a work of great 
responsibility. Therefore, if the check- 
weigher was ill it was only proper that 
the deputy should take his place. With 
regard to the clauses as to the election 
of the check-weigher, it was admitted 
that there might be some improvement 
necessary there. He, personally, could 
not say what improvement there ought 
to be, but, generally speaking, he felt 
sure that the promoters of this Bill had 
done their best to improve the machinery | 
and to suggest such things as might be 
better than the mode at present in vogue, 
With regard to the shelter, that was surely 
an absolutely proper thing. It was of 
yreat importance that at the top of the 
pits, where the weather was more felt, 
there should, at any rate, be some proper 
and suitable shelter. The man had to 
do his work standing still; his limbs 
were not in active use at the time, and 
his circulation was, therefore, not as 
good as that of the man working with 
the spade. Therefore, every reasonable 
facility that possibly could be given 
ought to be given, and, if it was not 
given, it was quite correct the law should 
step in and see that some suitable ar- 
rangements were made. 
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There was one thing, however, which he 
might suggest to the promoters of the Bill, 
and to which he hoped they would give 
their attention. It was admitted that the 
promoters had listened to what had been 
pointed out to them outside; they had 
been very reasonable and had taken a 
great deal of care to see that the Bill as 
it came before the House was a Bill that 
should receive the approval of the House. | 
The suggestion he desired to make was 
that the present was a fit and proper time 
to legalise a great number of things that 
were practically done now, but which 
might or might not be against the law. | 
He referred entirely to the contents of | 
the boxes that came up for weighing. | 
So far the Legislature had tried to define 
what could and what could not be! 
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It was admitted by the mover 
that a great many practices in vogue were 
possibly somewhat outside the law, or 
might be inside, but they were practical 
arrangements made between the employer 
and employed and they worked very 
well. There had been attempt; to deal 
with this by two Governments. In 1895 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife did put into a Bill certain 
provisions to deal with this question of 
dirt, stones, and what was not coal. Coal 
ought to be paid for, and whatever coal 
came up was paid for at a certain rate, 
and the check-weigher saw that it was 
paid for; but there was a great deal of 
foreign substance that came up besides. 
If the workman was a bad workman there 
was more than if he was a good work- 
man. That was the subject at present 
of a number of agreements, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife made some pertinent remarks on 
the point in 1896. He said that enact- 
ments should be passed to deal with this 
question. The Bill of 1896, brought in 
by the Unionist Government, contained 
a number of provisions to deal with this 
question of the dirt, and to legalise agree- 
ments made between employers and 
employees ; those agreements had _ to 
have the sanction of the men and then 
they would become law. There were 
a ‘number of provisions in the Bill of 
1896 that had to do with the safety 
of the men, and the general feeling 
on both sides of the House was that it 
was in the interests of the portion of 
the Bill dealing with the safety of the 
men that the part affecting this question 
should be left out. The mover to-day 
admitted that at some future time this 
matter must be taken in hand and dealt 
with. There had been two occasions— 
one in 1895 under a Liberal Administra- 
tion, and one in 1896 under a Unionist 
Administration—when there was not time 
and when the exigencies of the case were 
such that the question could not be dealt 
with, and he suggested that now was 
a good time to take the matter up. He 
did not think there would be any trouble 
in the promoters of the Bill and the 
Home Office arranging a thoroughly good 
list of provisions which should cover this 
matter altogether. If they did that they 
would get an Act of Parliament that was 
really worth passing and which would 
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deal with the whole question. The 
promoters of the Bill knew exactly what 
he meant, and, if they agieed, they would 
no doubt meet the matter in Committee. 
Having made these remarks, he desired 
to say, as regarded the general principles 
of the Bill, and as regarded what had 
been said, that he agreed, and, at any 
rate, would support the Second Reading. 





*Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 
said that, as representing a Division of 
Lanarkshire in which this question 
was one of considerable interest, he 
desired to express his hearty sympathy 
with the proposals of the Bill. As the 
hon. Member for Scarborough had said, 
the matter was so simple that it was sur- 
prising that a Bill was necessary at all. 
As to the “ black mark ” which had been 
given against the employers of Lanark- 
shire, he had always had the feeling that 
on the whole they took a liberal interest 
in the men and did everything they could 
to further their comfort. He was glad 
to recognise on both sides a desire to do 
what was fair and just between man and 
man. That being the object and in- 
tention of the Bill he hoped the Second 
Reading would be carried with the full 
approval of the House, 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
congratulated the House on the tone 
and temper which had characterised the 
debate. The present was one of the 
occasions on which it was felt in all 
quarters of the House that the interests 
ot employer and employed were identical, 
and the more that conviction operated on 
the minds of those who were interested in 
the question, the better it would be for 
the people concerned and for the country 
at large. No words of praise could go 
beyond the occasion in regard to these 
check-weighmen. They were employed 
under circumstances of considerable diffi- 
culty to perform operations of great 
delicacy, which required firmness and 
constancy in their execution, and he felt 
that they were entitled to the further 
protection proposed by this Bill. He 
tully sympathised with the desire to 
raise the laggard employer to the level 
ot the better employer. The Bill was an 


illustration of development or evolution ; 
it arose naturally and almost necessarily 
from the improved conditions of society. 
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In spite of the language of pessimists, he 
believed that this country was advancing 
from one stage to another, and that 
when improvement took place in on 
class it pervaded all classes. The details 
of the Bill would be better dealt with 
by those chiefly interested, but he dic 
not wish the opportunity to pass without 
expressing his full sympathy with th 
general scope of the measure, and the hope 
that as Amendments were made in th 
interests of the workmen, the opportunity 
would be taken to make Amendments oi 
a corresponding character in the interests 
of the employers. Such an opportunity 
might never recur. Through the fortune 
of the ballot the Bill had been introduced 
at a very early period of the session, and 
he hoped advantage would be taken of 
the opportunity so to enlarge the scope 
of the Bill as to remove all remaining 
difficulties, and thus complete this section 
of the statute law in regard to this im- 
portant question. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham 
N.W.) was glad to notice that the Bil! 
had been received with general approval, 
but he felt some little uneasiness with 
regard to the suggestion of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman opposite that there 
should be introduced certain Amend- 
ments to remedy what he considered 
to be an inconvenient state of things with 
regard to the present law or the custom 
obtaining as to deductions. 


CoLtoneL PILKINGTON said that it 
certain additions were made to the Bill 
to sanction practices now in operation in 
many places—which were desired both by 
the promoters of the Bill and by the 
employers—he did not think the progress 
of the Bill would be in any way hindered. 
There would be no contention on the part 
of the Home Office, and no desire to 
obstruct the Bill. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that 
what the hon. and gallant Member had 
stated was merely what he himself had 
stated a month ago. All he could say— 
and he was speaking in no hostile spirit— 
was that he appreciated the friendly spirit 
in which this measure had been received 
by the hon. and gallant Member opposite. 
He desired to point out, however, that 
there was no more controversial topic 
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than that involved in the question of 
deductions, and there could be no more 
effective means of stopping the progress 
of this Bill than the introduction of such 
Amendments as had been suggested by 
the hon. and gallant Member for Newton 
in Committee, and he hoped that he and 
his friends had no intention of loading 
the measure with Amendments of that 
character. At present the relations of 
employers and employed were of the 
hippiest description, and, speaking as 
oue who had an intimate knowledge of 
those relations, he was glad to savy that 
that state of things generally obtained 
nnd it was very rarely that friction 
arose upon deductions. He believed 
that the law as it stood at present was 
quite adequate to meet the requirements 
both of the workers and their employers 
in regard to deductions. It was not 
necessary that they should be arith- 
metically ascertained, but employers and 
employed migbt say, “ We will strike an 
average with or without the agency of a 
check-weigher so that we may arrive at 
what is to be a fair deduction, having 
regard to the particular seam or the 
quarter of the seam from which the 
coals are brought.” With regard to 
minerals contracted to be gotten there 
was no difficulty arising in respect of 
deductions other than those contracted 
for. But another question arose where 
the employer sought to have a deduc- 
tion made in respect of small coal. He 
admitted that wasa difficulty, but it arose 
only where the relations between em- 
ployers and workmen were not as happy 
as they might be. This was exactly 
what the Legislature provided for in the 
Act of 1872; namely, that the workmen 
should be paid according to the weight 
of the mineral contracted to be gotten, 
and this smali coal was so held by the 
Court of Appeal as minerals contracted 
to be gotten. With regard to any ques- 
tion as to the scale of pay, that was a 
matter which depended upon the wage 
contract made, and it might be a less 
scale for a certain class of coal, such as 
soft coal in contradistinction to the 
hard coal. He knew that a difficulty 
arose, but he thought it was more imagin- 
ary than real, and it arose chiefly from 
the want of good relations between em- 
ployers and workmen. He thought this 
was really a necessary Bill, and he had 


{31 Maren 1905} 


of Minera’s) Bil. 38 


had much experience of the great neces- 
sity of having a better system in regard 
to the collection and payment of wages. 
He knew that hon. Members opposite 
took a kindly interest in measures of 
this kind, and he hoped they would not 
load it with Amendments of the charac- 
ter suggested by the hon. and gallant 
‘rentlemin opposit>. He also trusted 
that the hon. Member representing the 
Government would give the House some 
assurance that he would afford facilities 
for passing this measure, which had been 
conceded on all sides to be of a non- 
contentious character. 


*Sin WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 

said he desired to express his general con- 
currence with the objects ot this measure. 
He could hardly imagine a state of things 
in which a check-weigher was not allowed 
to have proper shelter. From the char- 
acter of the check-we'gher’s duties he 
thought proper accommodation should 
be afforded him. They were entitled 
to the same kind of accommodation as 
the weigher. Check-weighing was not 
easy work at all; it was onerous and 
responsible work, in which a man had to 
be very alert. He did not see why any 
employer should object to the appoint- 
ment of a deputy. His experience had 
rather been a peculiar one. He became 
interested with some others in a colliery 
some years ago. When they found that 
no check-weighers were employed at the 
colliery they thought that was not a 
satisfactory state of things and that the 
workmen ought to have protection. 
They put some pressure to get them to 
adopt check-weighers. This Bill was 
intended to facilitate the working of 
check-weighing. It had been said there 
was the possibility of the introduction 
of a clause to deal with the vexed ques- 
tion of deductions. That was a much 
more difficult question than the hon. 
Member seemed to think. It has been 
stated by the mover of the Bill that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Fife had modified the views which 
he formerly expressed in the House. He 
thought that a little more information as 
to what the right hon. Gentleman’s views 
now were would be desirable. 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT said the 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
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East Fife gave him authority for stating 
it had been unwise to attach a con- 
troversial question of this kind to the 
present Bill; accepted his statement that 
there had probably been a change in the 
practice, and that he would not express 
himself now so strongly as he did them. 


*Sir_ WILLIAM TOMLINSON said 
that the Member for East Fife had used 
some very strong language on the 


previous occasion derived from his ex- 
perience as Home Secretary. His words 
were— 

‘The state of the law on that subject at the 
present time was nothing short of scandalous.” 
and again— 

** He did not believe that there was any mine- 
owner in this country wko knew at the present 
moment whether the system of deduction ob- 
served in his mines was legal or illegal and 
whether he was not carrying on a system which 
might never have been agreed to between 
masters and men, exposing himself to daily 
penalties.” 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) said the relation- 
ship between employer and workman 
had totally changed since the time of 


that speech. There were boards of 
conciliation now instead of strikes. 
*Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON said 


that did not affect the desirability of 
having a clause legalising and doing 
away with any suggestion of illegality 
in the actual procedure which was 
necessary to carry out the weighing of 
the material contracted to be gotten. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES asked if the 
hon. Member had in his mind the 
section of the Coal Mines Regulations 
Act which indicated the 


manner in 
which deductions might be made. 
*Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON said 


that he had not in his mind the question 
of the separation of small coal, and it 
did not arise in the part of the coun- 
try with which he was acquainted. 
He did not wish to weight this Bill 
with anything of a controversial char- 
acter. He suggested that an effort should 
be made to arrive at a solution of the 
difficulty by the framing of a clause 
which would meet with the approval 
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of both sides, and which would tend 
to peace in future. He further suggested 
that this effort might be made by means 
of a conference between the two sides, 
because it was desirable that they should 
approach the question with the view 
of settling it in such a way as would 
enable the parties concerned to deal 
in a peaceful way with any difficulties 
that might arise. He would remind hon. 
Members that when the Act of 1887 was 
passing through the House conferences 
were held between those interested, at 
some of which he had the honour to 
preside. The result was that they arrived 
at a solution of many points which had 
given rise to difficulty, ana they sueceeded 
in a@ harmonious way in materially im- 
proving the Bill. He hoped that in the 
present instance a clause might be pro- 
posed which would have the effect of 
settling a difficult question without any- 
thing like friction, What they all ought 
to desire was that the most just and per- 
fect svstem should be employed which 
human ingenuity could aevise. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said he desired to say a few 
words on behalf of the ironstone miners. 
Although this Bill was an Amendmen 

of the Coal Mines Regulation Acts, and 
they were not engaged in coal mines, 
they would be affected, by it, for their 
work was regulated by tne Coal Mines 
Act and not by the Metalliferous Mines 
Act. The largest body of ironstone 
miners in the country worked in the 
Cleveland district, which he represented 
in that House. and he supported the 
measure, the provisions of which would 
be warmly welcomed by his constituents. 
He regretted that it haa not been found 
possible to extend the advantages 1e- 
lating to check-weighers to quarries. A 
considerable number of quarrymen were 
anxious to have an opportunity of ap- 
pointing check-weighmen, but, unfortu- 
nately, by the title of this Act, which re- 
lated only to winers under the Cozl 
Mines Regulation Act, it would be im- 
possible to move an Amendment to in- 
clude quarries. Sooner or later quarries 
should be included, as the case of quarry- 
men stood on precisely the same footing 
as that of miners. He re-echoed the hope 
expressed by a previous speaker that 
the Government would give facilities y 
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the Thirc Reading in order that the 
views of all parties might be carried out. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
rok THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
CocHRANE, Ayrshire, N.) said there had 
been the most friendly and harmonious 
discussion on this measure that he had 
listened to for a long time. He thought 
it was very largely due to the extremely 
clear statement made by the hon. Member 
who moved the Second Reading of the 
Bill. The hon. Member had taken those 
steps which were always advisable, of 
informing hon. Members and_ those 
interested inthe Bill outside the House, 
of explaining beforehand what was really 
intended by the provisions of the Bill. 
The measure was extremely moderate and 
reasonable, and very sensible indeed. 
[t was one of those smallish measures 
which were suggested by the practical 
experience of those who were engaged 
in the coal-mining industry. Both 
masters and men had seen the advantages 
derived from the employment of check- 
weighers, and they saw from their daily 
experience how the present position 
might be strengthened and improved. 
A check-weigher was really no more 
immune from the accidents of life than 
anybody else. ,He might have an attack 
of influenza or be killed, and the duties 
he was appointed to perform lapsed 
because there was no one to look after 
the interests of the men, and, indeed, he 
believed, the interests of the employers as 
well, which he was put there to safe- 
guard. He would suggest to the House, 
therefore, that they should give permis- 
sion that a check-weigher should have a 
deputy who could perform the duties 
when he was for some unavoidable 
cause absent. That was a reasonable 
proposal, and he did not think there 
would be the slightest objection to it in 
any quarter. A further proposal for the 
convenience of the check-weigher* was 
that he should have shelter from the 
weather. He was really not aware that 
there was a pit in any part of the country 
where the man was denied reasonable 
shelter. It would seem unreasonable 
that in the climate of Scotland the 
check-weigher should be confined to 
the use of an umbrella and mackintosh 
to keep his papers dry. One of the 
proposals of this measure was that 
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suitable water-tight shelters should 
be supplied for the men. They did 


not want anything very elaborate, but 
merely a shelter in which they could 
have a desk for writing and where the 
conditions would enable them to carry 
on their work in comfort. 


A further proposal in the Bill jre- 
lated to the appointment of check- 
weighers. Sub-section 2 of Clause 1 
provided that formal notification should 
be given to the employer that a 
certain man had been appointed check- 
weigher at a duly convened meeting. 
This was merely to enable the em- 
ployer to know who really was the 
check-weigher instead of having to 
search about for the man in a case 
where some legal point arose. That was 
a very desirable object. Here, he thought, 
some further provision might be taken to 
secure that all those who were entitled to 
elect the check-weigher should have due 
notification that such an election was 
going to take place. Sub-section 3 of 
Clause 1 provided that where a check- 
weigher was appointed by a majority 
ascertained by ballot and paid according 
to the mineral gotten, the check- 
weigher so appointed should be deemed 
to be appointed on behalf of all the per- 
sons employed in the mine who were 
entitled to appoint him. There were two 
ways at present of appointing a check- 
weigher. If he was elected by a majority 
he could then only recover his expenses 
from those who appointed him. The 
object of this clause was that where he 
was appointed by a majority by ballot 
he should be held as representing the 
whole of the miners employed in the pit, 
so that he could recover his wages from 
all the miners. He understood that 
there was no intention to interfere with 
the law as it stood. It was merely to 
clear up a point where the check-weigher 
was appointed by a majority and not by 
ballot. 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT: [believe 
that the Act of 1887 provides that only 
in the case of appointment by ballot 
shall there be recovery of wages. I do 
not propose to alter that. 


Mr. COCHRANE said that under Sec- 
tion 14 of the 1887 Act there was ample 
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power for recovering wages. He could 
not himself see why these elections did 
not always take place by ballot in view 
of the power given by that section. Sub- 
section 5 of Clause 1 of the Bill was in 
the following terms— 

““When a check-weigher is appointed by a 
majority ascertained by ballot of the persons 
employed in the mine, and paid according to 
the mineral gotten, he sha! not be removed ex- 
cept by a majority ascertained by ballot of the 
persons so employed and paid at the time of re- 
moval.” 


He was glad to know from hon. Members 
that this was not in any way intended 
to prejudice or interfere with the duties 
which employers had at present to dis- 
charge under certain Acts. Clause 2 of 
the Bill introduced a novel principle, 
and that was that those who were paid 
according to the weight of minerals gotten 
were to contribute to the wages of the 
check-weigher. There might be certain 
cases where the men were working on 
day wages for a contractor who himself 
was paid by the coal gotten out of the 
pit. These men were entitled to appoint 
a check weigher. He did not see any- 
thing unreasonable in that proposal. It 
appeared to him that all those directly 
or indirectly paid by the amount of 
mineral gotten were’ more or less inter- 
ested in the appointment of the check- 
weigher, whose duties were not only to 
see that the minerals were correctly 
weighed but also to deal with the deduc- 
tions for stones, dirt, and other material 
which came up with the coal. It was to 
the interest of those who were indirectly 
paid through a contractor that there 
should be a check-weigher, and under 
these circumstances he did not think it 
was an unfair or unreasonable proposal 
that they should contribute something 
towards his pay. 


He now came to the point which 
was raised by the hon. Member oppo- 
site and by his hon. friend on_ his 
side as to the adding of a clause to this 
Bill to legalise the present arrangements 
that had been come to between masters 
and men in regard to deductions in 
respect of dirt, stones, and other im- 
proper filling in the coal buckets. Such 
an Amendment would have to be moved 
in Committee, and if that would wreck 
this little Bill he should regard it as a 
great misfortune. At the same time he 
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thought there was reason in what had 
been said on this point. His hon, 
friend was not the only Member of 
the House who had tried to find a 
remedy for the present difficulty. This 
was not so simple a question as some 
of his hon. friends made ovt. They 
sald, anc it was true, that at present the 
law enabled them to deduct the amount 
of dirt and stones which came up te the 


surface. But both masters and men 
had found out that that was not the 
whole difficulty. The dirt and the 


stones which were quite unnecessarily 
dragged up to the surface were often put 
into the trucks through carelessness on 
the part of the workmen, and that was 
a considerable loss to the employers. 
Therefore, any arrangement which would 
work satisfactorily must make something 
more in the way of allowance besides 
dirt and stone. 


Mr. ATHERLEY -vONES: That is 
done by statute now. 

Mr. COCHRANE said he did not 
venture to argue with the hon. and 


learnea Gentleman on a qrestion of law ; 
but there was the Nethersole judgment 
to the effect that the amount of coal 
gotten must be true wetght: and for 
that purpose the amovnt gotten must 
be held to include airt and stones; but 
that the amount of deductions for dirt 
and stones and improper filling might 
be made in any agreed way between 
masters and employees, provided such 
deductions did not exceed the actual 
quantity of dirt ana stones so raised to 
the surface. But there were no means 
of making a penalty attach to the care 
less workman. 


ABRAHAM (Gla- 
You can dis- 


Mr. WILLIAM 
morganshire, Rhondda) : 
charge him. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that 
under the present statute there was a 
case heard very recently in which it was 
decided that it was not necessary that 
the dirt and stones should be weighed ; 
but that employer and employed could 
arrive at an estimate of the amount and 
make an allowance for the airt and stones 
without actually weighing them. 
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Mr. COCHRANE said that it really 
came to this—that employers and em- 
ployed wanted to have some fair arrange- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Kast Fifeshire endeavoured 
to insert what he considered to be 
such a fair arrangement in a Bill intro- 
duced in 1895. That was to the effect 
that masters and men were to be per- 
mitted to contract freely for such deduc- 
tions as they chose in respect of dirt, 
stones, or small coal, provided that the 
deductions were reasonable, and to render 
ull deductions otherwise illegal whether 
they were so or not. What was fair and 
reasonable struck him in the same light 
as the right hon. Member for Kast Fife- 
shire; but obviously that was not a 
question to be discussed on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, but in Committee. 
He ventured to throw out the suggestion 
that in the interval between the Second 
Reading and the Committee stage, those 
interested might frame a clause that 
would meet the views of both parties. If 
that could be done it would be very use- 
ful. He had said all that was necessary 
at this stage. The Bill met with no 
hostility from the Government, and, 
for his part, he hoped there would be 
no division; and he would give his sup- 
port to the Second Reading. 


(Question put, and agreed te 


Bill read a second time. 


Mr. T. RICHARDS (Monmouthshire) 
noved that the Bill be sent to the Grand 
Committee on Trade. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be referred to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, etc,” put 
ind agreed to.—(Mr. T. Richards.) 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL said he 
had always been jealous about sending 
Bills of this kind to the Grand Committee 
on Trade, but he believed that this was 
a case where the services of a Grand Com- 
mittee would be eminently useful. He 
hoped that the work of the Committee 
would soon be accomplished and that a 
satisfactory result would be arrived at. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, etc. 
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AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 


LOCAL 


[Second READING.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
*Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton) said 
that in moving the Second Reading of 


this Bill he believed he would have 
support largely from both sides of the 


House. The Bill was to remedy a 
great injustice done by recent Acts 


in not allowing women to sit on county 
councils or borough councils. This Bill 
was pracically of one clause. It said— 

It shal! be lawful for women to be elected 
and to act as councillors and aldermen of county 
and borough councils, and metropolitan borough 
councils in the same manner andon the same 
conditions as men.” 


Objection had been taken to the Bill 
on the ground that it would only be a 
stepping-stone for ladies being asked 
to sit in this House. But he would 
point out that the duties of this House 
and of those councils. to which the 
Bill applied, were to a great extent 
very different. The duties of this House 
were mainly legislative; the duties 
of the councils were mainly, almost 
entirely, administrative. In proposing 
this measure they were not taking a 
leap in the dark. Women had already 
sat and worked most usefully on public 
bodies. On boards of guardians they 
were brought into contact with the 
poor and with children; and it had 
been admitted that their co-operation 
with men on these bodies had been 
highly advantageous. They also sat on 
district councils, the working of which 
did not very much differ in character from 
the work of the county councils or the 
metropolitan borough councils. Then 
it must be remembered that on school 
boards women had done most useful 
work. He believed that in Scotland 
one of the most effective workers on any 
school board was a lady who was now 
the chairman of the Edinburgh School 
Board. Unfortunately school boards 
were now abolished in England, and 
their powers were transferred to the 
county councils; and women were 
practically disfranchised from sitting 
on these bodies, and some of the best 
workers on the school boards were now 
excluded from taking any part in educa- 
tional work. That, in itself, was a 
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powerful argument for placing women 
on the county councils and on the 
borough councils. 


He: would call attention to the 
fact that Lady Sandhurst, who had 
been directly elected to the London 
County Council had to submit to an 
action at law as to the legality of her 
election thereto, and that a judicial 
decision went against her. If it had 
not been for that case, although 
there might have been a doubt as to 
the legal right of ladies to sit on 
these councils, ladies would have been 
elected in many cases. The London 
County Council showed their apprecia- 
tion of the value of the presence of ladies 
on these bodies by making Miss Cons 
an alderman. He was speaking in the 
presence of many members of the 
London County Council, who could 
testify more effectively than he could 
as to the excellent work which women 
had done in the proceedings of 
that council. That work was largely 
done through committees and sub- 
committees, and he believed that women 
had been selected as members of 
no fewer than sixteen committees and 
sub-committees of that body. That 
spoke very eloquently for the wisdom of 
placing women on county councils, and 
enabling them to co-operate with men in 
the work of those councils. At present 
men had to visit lunatic asylums. 
He, himself, had visited the female side 
of these institutions and the conclusion 
he had come to was, after that experience, 
that no man should be allowed to go 
there. It wasa work eminently fitted for 
women. Then there was the case of pro- 
viding homes for babies. Only women 
were fitted for such work. Again, they all 
knew that in visiting industrial homes 
for boys and girls, a woman’s sympa- 
thetic voice and touch was most powerful. 
The same work had to be done in the 
borough councils as in the county coun- 
cils. He knew that some husbands ob- 
jected to sit by the side of their own 
wives at these councils, although they 
did not object to sit beside another coun- 
cillor’s wife. That, however, was a sel- 
fish view. The other night the Lord 
Chief Justice drew attention to Miss 
Mary Bateman, who had edited the first 
volume of Borough Customs and said 
she had shown ‘‘ShLe knew more of the 


Dr. Shipman. 


{COMMONS} 
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law of the period dealt with than nine- 
tenths of the lawyers who would read the 
book. She had thoroughly entered into 
the spirit of those old customs.” Tf that 
were true, would not such a lady put new 
life into the work of the councils of to-day? 
As regarded the metropolitan borough 
councils, he was on extremely safe 
ground, because a Bill entitling women 
to election passed its Second Reading in 
1900 by a large majority. The chief 
reason why he now asked thie 
House to give a Second Reading to 
this Bill was that, as long as women 
were not allowed to serve on borough 
councils and county councils an arti- 
ficial restraint was placed upon con- 
stituencies in the selection of their 
representatives. We could not be 
sald to govern ourselves with the full 
strength of the intelligence we had 
at our command while women were 
prevented from serving on such councils. 
There should be free import of ideas 
and no protection. No doubt the home 
was woman’s sphere, but not the only 
one, The nation was a cluster of homes, 
and women ought to be invited to take 
an active part in managing and regulating 
the homes of the nation. He asked the 
House to give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Sir RICHARD JEBB (Cambridge 
University) said he desired to express his 
entire sympathy with the Eill the Second 
Reading of which had been moved in such 
an able speech as that which had just 
been delivered. He had had some know- 
ledge of the co-operation of women in 
the province of education. Women 
were members of the Commission on 
Secondary Education that reported some 
years ago, and women were at this 
moment members of the consultative 
committee of the Board of Education 
and of many other educational com- 
mittees. So far as his experience went, 
he could add his testimony to the abun- 
dant testimony that was forthcoming 
from all who had had similar experience 
that the assistance of women in the 
diseussion of educational questions was 
of the greatest pessible value. In 
matters relating to public health, the 
employment of children, the prevention 
of cruelty to children, industrial schools, 
and many other matters, the intervention 
of women in local government 











was, 
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obviously of the greatest value. They 
brought to these departments of local 
government a knowledge and insight into 
the conditions affecting women and girls 
which men could not possibly contribute. 
The great progress made in the higher 
education of women was a fact that 
should not be lost sight of. There were 
probably few localities in the country 
where it would be difficult to find women 
well qualified in every respect to take 
their part in the duties for which it was 
proposed to make them eligible. He 
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sympathised with the view of the hon. | 


Member for Northampton that by failing 
to enlist women in these departments of 


| cal government, and in the discussion | 


of questions bearing so directly on the 
health and well-being of the community, 
we were losing a force of the most valu- 
able kind—a foree which could not be 
supplied in any other way. 


the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Str. WILLIAM TOMLINSON, in 
moving the rejection of the Bill, said 
that the proposals contained in the 
measure rested much more on sentiment 
than on good sense or practical prin- 
ciples. He did not deny that women 
could usefully oceupy places on educa- 
tion committees and some other adminis- 
trative bodies, but that was not a 
reason for exposing them to the disagree- 
able circumstances connected with con- 
tested elections for borough or county 
councils. There were methods at present 
by which women could be enrbled to 
discharge duties for which they were 
particularly fitted in connection with 
administrative bodies, but the general 
work of a borough council or a county 
council did not come within the proper 
sphere of a woman’s activity. Men, he 
submitted, were quite competent to deal 
with such questions as levying rates and 
other public matters. No doubt those 
who opposed the Bill in that House 
would be in a small minority; but he 
claimed that outside the House they re- 
presented a large body of opinion, and the 
feeling against the proposals now sub- 
mitted were largely shared by the women 


He earnestly | 
hoped that the House would consent to | 
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of this country. Many women still 
clung to the old-fashioned notion of what 
was a woman’s work, and would not care 
to take up duties which properly belonged 
to men. He was surprised that the pro- 
moters of the Bill had not recommended 
that women should be allowed to become 
Members of the House of Commons, as 
it was quite easy to suggest that there 
were many legislative matters in which 
their advice would be useful. He had 
always supported the plan of having a 
certain number of women factory in- 
spectors, who were capable of performing 
avery valuable work, but he dissented 
from the view that in order to give 
women at opportunity of rendering 
useful service to the community they 
must be put in the same position as 
men on public bodies. 


*Capratin JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) 
seconded the rejection of the Bill. The 
question was not, he said, a new one, and 
many hon. Members would recollect the 
discussions they had in 1899, when the 
London borough councils were formed, 
and the point was raised whether women 
should be al'owed to be members or not. 
One of the arguments against their 
inclusion was that from the year 1894 
down to the passing of the London 
Government Act of 1899, although women 


| were eligible for election on vestry boards, 


only thirteen succeeded in getting the 
suffrages of the electors out of the fourteen 
or fifteen hundred seats that had to be 
filled. Again, it was pointed out that 
when the Bill which enabled women to 
sit on vestries came before the House, no 
mention was made of the fact that it 
contained any such proviso, and it was 
carried without the question being de- 
bated. In 1899, however, there were 
four different divisions in the House on 
the question, with the result that while 
women were given the right to sit on 
councils they were debarred from acting 
as mavor or alderman, and eventually, 
when the Bill came back from another 
place, even the right to sit as councillors 
was taken away from them. In 1900 
another Bill, solely relating to London, was 
introduced to the House and was rejected 
by a verv large majority, and in the 
course of the debates on it, it was pointed 
out that it would b> very unfair that 
London boroughs should be singled out 
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for special treatment in this matter, and 
that it would be better to deal with it 
from the point of view of the country as 
a whole. 


They now had before them a pro- 
rosal to put ladies on county councils 
and corporations throughout the country. 
That, certainly, was a more fair and 
straightforward method of dealing with 
the question, [In the Memorandum 
attached to the Bill it was said that the 
object was to enable the electors to place 
directly-elected women on the education 
authorities. They knew very well that 
women, by the abolition of the school 
boards, were not ensbled to seek the 
suffrages of the electors. But he would 
ask: had the education committees of 
the country been thereby in any way 
deprived of the most valuable co-operation 
of ladies? Was it not provided in the 
Education Bill that a very large pro- 
portion of the managers should be ladies ¢ 
He, for one, fully appreciated the value of 
their co-operation on educational bodies, 
and that, he was glad to say, had been 
secured, and it was a very good thing 
also to secure their services in such 
matters as the management of female 
Junatic asylums, the employment of 
children, supervision of midwives and 
baby farms, and the prevention of cruelty 
to children. But matters of this nature 
—important though they were--did not 
constitute the duties carried out by 
municipal corporations. In London, on 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board, women 
were nominated for these duties, but he 
could not himself say that they were 
more qualified than men for such work 
as the laying of sewers. They were 
not better financiers, they were not 
more capable of framing _ by-laws, 
neither were they better able to deal 
with valuation matte s; all this work 
was far more efficiently done by men, No 
doubt, in matters affecting the dietary of 
children, women were pre-eminently quali- 
fied, and for that reason one welcomed 
their co-operation in the administration 
of the Poor Law. But it was important 
to bear in mind that now-a-days, in all 
county and borough council elections, 
the element of politics was introduced, 
and one of the great objections he had to 
placing ladies on these public bodies was 
that it would involve them in the turmoil 
of political life, 


Captain Jessel. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, S:. 
Albans): How about the Primrose 


League ? 


*Caprain JESSEL, continuing, said 
women were not, under the Bill, to be 
allowed to aspire to the office of mayor. 
He thought that was hardly logical. He 
was told it was because women could not 
act as justices of the pea-e, but if ladies 
were to be eligible as members of county 
and borough councils, why should they 
be excluded from the highest positions / 
On the previous evening there was « 
debate before the Hardwicke Society on 


.the question of ladies being concerned in 


the administration of justice, and the 
question was asked: Why were not 
women eljsible to sit on juries as well as 
men? Why should not there be mixed 
juries? [t was interesting to know tha: 
the celebrated authoress, Mrs, Craigie 
John Oliver Hobbes—said “she did not 
believe in women becoming entangled in 
legal machinery, because they were by 
nature unfair, and their natures did not 
contain the first elements of justice. 
Where, she askel, would men go for 
sympathy if women were impartial ? 
When justice was represented as a woman 
she was blin1\-folded because she could 
not be trusted, as Americans said, to see 
straight.” 





The Second Reading of this Bill 
was moved by the junior Membe 

for Northampton; he was sorry the 
senior Member for that town was not 
present, for he was a stalwart on this 
Question, and he believed he would have 
endorsel the view that the great 
majority of women did not wish to meddle 
with politics. They were quite ready to 
allow the management of municipal 
affairs to be carried on by men. It was, 
a{ter all, only a few who were ambitious, 
for if there had be*n a general desire on 
the part of women to take part in the 
work of these councils larger numbers 
would have been councillors when they 
had the opportunity. Surely it was not 
wise to upset a whole general system for 
the sake of a very few. But the greatest 
objection of all to this proposal was that 
it was only the thin end of the wedge. 
It would not stop at this point, but they 


would have renewed agitation for 
the Parliamentary suffrage and 
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eventually a claim for seats in the 
House. He opposed the Bill because he 
was averse to giving the Parliamentary 
suffrage to women, for he held that if 
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| land they were not always anxious to have 


they had votes it would be impossible to 


deny them the right to sit in the House. 
In all the great democratic Continental 
countries women were refused the Parlia- 
mentary suffrage, and he did not think 
that even the strongest advocate of the 
Bill would favour their admission to the 
fouse of Commons. He was glad to see 
a representative of the Local Government 
oard present (the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thirsk), It was not often 
that the Members who sat on the 
Treasury Bench honoured them on Friday 
afternoon. He hoped for guidance 
from that bench. It was not so 
much this Bill as the fact that it repre- 
sented the beginning of the end. He 
sbjected to it in the interests of the vast 
majority of the women of this country. 
tle did not believe that thev desired it in 
the least. It was only brought in for the 
benefit of the few, and he would very 
much regret if, in consequence of the 
noisy clamour of those few, a Bill of that 
uature should be passed throwing on the 
sex positions and duties for which the 
great majority had no desire. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end 
it the Question to add the words ‘upon this 
lay six months.’ ”’—(Sir William Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 
van and Kinross) regretted that the Bill 
did not apply to either Scotland or Tre- 


land, He was anxious to see it extended | 


to his country. The hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Preston—the champion of 
lost causes in that House—— 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON: And 


of winning ones too, 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON said the hon. 
Member spoke as if the Bill would force 


extended to them Acts passed for Eng- 
land, They never wanted, for instance, 
either the English Licensing Bill or 
the English Education Bill, because they 
had better Acts of their own. The Scot- 


‘tish Edueation Bill now before the House 


the wedge. 


would, as in the past, still render womea 
eligible to be elected on education 
boards. He could assure the House that 
feeling in Scotland, however, was in 
favour of the extension of the pro- 
visions of this Bill to that country. 
The Irish Members could, of course, 
speak for themselves. The hon. Member 
for South St. Pancras had alluded 
to the fact that in Germany and France 
the women had not these rights, That 
might be so, but then they did not need 
to go to those countries for lessons as to 
the policy they should pursue. Let thein 
turn to their own self-governing Colonies. 
What. did they see there? In New 
Zealand women had the privilege which 
he hoped they would soon possess in this 
countrv-—of voting for Parliamentary 
representatives—and had exercised that 
right in a way that had kept a good 
strong Liberal Government in power. It 
was idle to talk about the thin end of 
Those who knew and ap- 
preciated the good sense of the majority 
of women wished to give them the s:me 
rights and privileges that they themselves 
enjoyed, and for that reason he heartily 
supported the Second Reading of the 
Bill. 


*CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton) said it 
had apparently escaped notice that Scot- 
land and Ireland had been dropped out 
of this Bill. Was it because Scotchmen 
and Irishmen were much more impres- 
sionable, and could not be trusted to sit 
alongside the other sex? He thought 
that was a distinct slur on the male sex 
both of Scotland and Ireland, and it was a 
suggestion that they were not to be 
trusted in the same way as Englishmen. 


| Did the promoters, by omitting Scotland 
‘and Ireland, hope to gain votes from 
| Scotch and Irish Members ? 


women to become members of municipal | 


bodies. There was no compulsion at 


allin the matter. It was a mere question | 
of giving them a legal right to exercise | 


powers which, when they had undertaken 
them, they had exercised well. 


In Scot- | 


*Dr. SHIPMAN said he was one of those 
who believed that each nation should look 
after its own affairs, and he had, there- 
fore, confined the action of the Bill to 
England and Wales. But if it were 
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desired that the Bill should apply to 
Scotland or Ireland he should welcome 
an Amendment in Committee to that 
effect, 


*CoLONEL WELBY: Are we to under- 
stand that the great majority of the 
Scotch and Irish Members have no wish 
for this Bl? Has the hon. Member 
received representations to that effect ? 


*Dr. SHIPMAN: I have received no 
such representations at all. But if any 
are made those two countries can be 
included in the Bill. 


*CoLONEL WELBY: Then why was the 
clause referring to Scotland and Ireland 
struck out of the Bill ? 


*Dr. SHIPMAN: I have been trying to 
give the reason. 


*CoLONEL WELBY feared that the 
cause not the reason had been given. He 
had always been opposed to the Parlia- 
mentary vote being given to ladies, 
because he believed the logical conclusion 
was that they must obtain seats in that 
House. Everybody knew that the 
iafluence of women and their higher 
knowledge and skill were of very great 
Importance in dealing with social 
questions. Afterall, it was the life of the 
home which was the foundation of the 
greiter social life of the nation. The 
hon. Member for South St. Pancras had 
told them it was a very good thing for 
women to take part in particular portions 
but not in the general work of borough 
councils, but how was the line to be 
drawn in these? A distinct and absolute 
line could be drawn between representa- 
tion in that House, where the affairs of the 
nation and the Empire were dealt with, 
and such service on councils as was 
proposed, He thought that if they 
went on opposing proposals that women 
should take part in social life it could 
be fairly urged against them that they 
were not seeking the good of the com- 
munity, but were acting in prejudice 
against the other sex who, after all, in 
matters affecting their children and their 
social life could do infinitely better than 
men. He thought it would be a great 


mistake if they did not trust them. 
Dr. Shipman. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SLACK considered that the 
speeches of the hon. Members who 


moved and seconded the rejection of 
the Bill were exceedingly illogical and 
inconclusive. It seemed to him that the 
Bill was a measure of very tardy justice, 
not only to women but to the whole 
system of the domestic government of 
this country. This matter was first 
prominently brought before the public 
mind in the London County Council elec- 
tions of 1888, when two or three women 
were elected as aldermen and councillors, 
They worked on the Council for a con- 
siderable number of months, and, with 
perhaps one solitary exception, their male 
colleagues agreed that the work they did 
was absolutely invaluable if not indispen- 
sable. But by a decision of the Courts of 
Law they were disabled from continuing to 
sit, and since then the House had been 
constantly moved to remove the dis- 
ability. The hon. Member for South St. 
Pancras had referred in terms which 
seemed to be particularly inapplicable 
just now—having regard to the part of 
London which he represented—to the 
unsuitability of women to discharge cer- 
tain business functions connected with 
county and borough councils, He had 
the privilege of residing in the Parlia- 
mentary Borough of Holborn, which 
adjoined the hon. Member’s own con- 
stituency. 


Carrain JESSEL: I did not say they 
could not discharge them. I simplv said 
they were not better fitted than men to 
discharge them. I hope the hon. Mem- 
ber will not misinterpret what I said. 


Mr. SLACK said they had had some 
startling revelations in Holborn recently, 
which showed how thoroughly incompet- 
ent men had proved themselves to be for 
the discharge of ordinary business duties. 
He was himself one of the unfortunate 
ratepayers who would probably lose 
thousands of pounds because of the 
proved incompetency of a borough council 
to properly look after some of their 
officials, Matters could not have been 
worse had women had seats on the 
council. The hon. and gallant Member 
had also objected to women being in- 
volved in the turmoil of political life, but 
he for one would far rather see women 
take their place in political and municipal 
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life in a straightforward manner, by the 
exercise of the franchise and as was 
propesed in this Bill, than working as 
they did in many of the constituencies 
on behalf of the Primrose League. They 
had no objection to women being made 
eligible for the office of mayor, and if the 
Bill disqualified them—he did not think 
it did—the defect could be remedied in 
Committee. Then they had had an 
extraordinary quotation from Mrs, 
Craigie, a distinguished writer of fiction, 
who had shown that she could also speak 
fiction, and that very glibly and eifec- 
tively. He was not going to take his 
views of public political life, public 
morality, or other subjects from Mrs. 
Craigie or any other novelist. When 
Mrs. Craigie told them that women were 
not meant to govern he would refer her 
to the most prominent and conspicuous 
member of her sex in the last century, 
(Jucen Victoria, who exercised a potent 
nfluence on the affairs of this Empire, 
and indeed of the whole Christian race. 
Further it was complained that the Bill 
would upset the general system for the 
sake of the few. But it would not do 
anything of the kind. It would simply 
enable duly qualified women to be 
iominated for seats on these councils in 
the same way as men; it would not 
involve the slightest change in adminis- 
tration, practice, or procedure, As to 
the antiquated and grossly immoral thin- 
end-of-the-wedye argument he could not 
too strongly condemn it. He remembered 
hearing, when a boy, orations by Mr. 
John Bright and the right hon, Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
in that city; and one sentence used by 
Member for West Birmingham 
in 1885 impressed itself very forcibly 
on his memory, It ran—‘‘it is never 
wrong to do right.” If the measure 
proposed by this Bill was right, it could 
not be wrong to carry it now. It 
was always right to do right, and the 
question of expediency should not be 
allowed to enter into these calculations 
at all. 


ihe 


The speech of the hon. Baronet 
who moved the rejection of the Bill 
answered itself. It spoke of the proper 
sphere of woman’s work, but the hon, 
Baronet did not explain what that sphere 
was. He told them that women could 
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be co-opted on education committees of 
county councils, and that the svstem of 
co-option was preferable to direct elec- 
tion, but he would like to point out 
in answer to that that the principle 
of co-option was mischievous because 
the co-opted member had not the same 
authority or responsibility to the rate- 
payers as the directly - elected repre- 
sentative. Women had done excellent 
work on boirds of guardians, school 
boards, and the London vestries, and it 
seemed to him that the Bill opened up 
to women a sphere of usefulness for 
which they were peculiarly fitted. Re- 
ference had already been made to the 
services they might render in connection 
with housing, the inspection of women’s 
lodging-houses, the female side of lunatic 
asylums, and the employment of children. 
The electors ought to have the fulles: 
possible choice in the matter of their 
representatives on the bodies which had 
to deal with these questions, and they 
shculd be at liberty to choose women if 
thev wished to de so. In all assemblies. 
municipal or Parliamentary, leyislative 
or administrative, unrepresented interests 
were apt to go to the wall, and in the 
interests of men, women, and children 
he strenuously supported this Bill, 


*Str J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said that when visiting large lunatic 
asylums as a member of the lunacy com- 
mittee of his county council he had often 
regretted that the inspection could not 
be shared by lady visitors who could 
understand the circumstances and needs 
of the female inmates so much better 
than men. He believed that in many 
departments of local government an 
infusion of the woman element would be 
very valuable, and therefore he should 
certainly support the Second Reading of 
the Bill, and hope to see it extended to 
Scotland. Reference had been made to 
New Zealand. He had visited New 
Zealand since women were invested with 
the franchise, but his opinion of the 
result did not coincide with that which 
had been expressed, and he very much 
doubted whether the change had been 
altogether beneficial. If all marri-d 
ladies as well as married men were 
entrusted with the franchise it might lead 
to awkward contentions, or tend to 
double the influence of married men. He 
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Was opposed to the extension of the 
Parliamentary franchise to women, but 
as regarded their admission to local 
governing bodies and departments he 
thought it would be a great advantage, 
and therefore he supported this Bill. 
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Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
stood in a position which was probably a 
little exceptional among those who sup- 
ported the Bill because he was an opponent 
of the principle of women’ssuffrage. That 
had alwavs been his attitude, it was still 
so, and he would not be advocating the 
Second Reading of the measure before the 
House if he thought it would prove even 
a step in the direction of women’s suffage. 
He did not, however, think that was the 
ease. The question involved seemed to 
him to be a totally different one, and he 
did not think any opponent of women’s 
suffrage should be influenced by his 
Views in regard to that question in the 
direction of opposing the Bill before the 
House. He thought, indeed, opponents 
of women’s suffrage ought, if anything, 
rather to be influenced the other way, 
for those to whom it would seem to be a 
great and perilous change to give women 
the right of voting at Parliamentary 
elections were, perhaps, all the more 
bound to do their utmost to see that 
women should be provided with such 
other spheres of influence as could be 
opened to them for devoting themselves 
in Some measure to the service of the 
country by helping ofher women and 
children. He defended the Bill on the 
grounds of expediency. The question 
was a practical one, and the chief point 
at issue was as to whether women would 
be useful to the community if they were 
admitted to the boards mentioned in the 
Bill. It was, moreover, the right of the 
electors of the country to have the largest 
possible field of choice in those to whom 
they had to entrust the care of their 
municipal and county interests, and it 
was not fair to exclude any person 
willing to serve the community” ex- 
cept on a strong proved case that it 
would for some reason be undesirable 
to accept such proifered services. Such 
onus probandi lay, surely, with the hon. 
Gentleman who had moved the rejection 
of the Bill, but the hon. Member for 
Preston had not even attemptel to 
show that women would not be desirable 


Sir J. Fergusson, 
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members of- these councils. On the 
other hand, there had been a good deal 
of practical evidence given which tended 
to show that women had done their 
special work on similar bodies very well 
They had been specially valuable members 
of school boards, and one of his reasons 
for regretting the Education Act of 1902 
was that it prevented women taking the 
same part as before in working th 
educational machinery of the country. 
Their services had, in some measure, 
been retained by making them co- 
opted members of education committees, 
but that was not the same thing, sine 
they had not now the same authority 
they possessed when they sat as elected 
representatives of the ratepayers. 


Women could do a vast amount of good 
work in matters affecting the housing 
and general well-being of the poor, and 
as had several times been said in thi 
course of the debate, in looking afte: 
the women and children in our lunatic 
asylums. There were, indeed, many 
kinds of such wotk in which, with the 
genius for detail which specially he- 
longed to them, and their unwearied 
perseverance in making themselves 
masters of all that was to be known, 
women could make themselves very usefu! 
indeed—sometimes more useful than 
men engaged in similar work could he. 
The borough councils were not doing all 
the work they ought te do in that 
direction, and they would do it more 
efficiently if they had women among 
their members. At first he had some 
hesitation about supporting the Bill, 
because the borough councils had to 
some extent adopted a political char- 
acter, But the possible risks in that 
direction were not sufficient to counter- 
balance the advantages which he saw 
in putting women upon the borough 
councils, When he lcoked at the 
whole field of educational and social 
reform he felt quite sure that the 
balance of argument was strongly in 
favour of the Bill. The sphere of aetion 
of women in all kinds of philanthropic 
and social work was increasing every day 
and was becoming more and more valu- 
able to the community; and therefore 
he could not feel any doubt that the 
House would render a great service 
to the community, and not in any way 
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injure the position of women, if they 
gave a Second Reading to this Bill. 
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*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
associated himself with a great deal that 
had fallen from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen. He 
should support the Second Reading of 
the Bill, but he should do so as an 
opponent of female suffrage, and also 
with the hope, to which he should en- 
deavour to give effect in Committee, that 
women would not be allowed to become 
members of county councils. He desired 
to restore to women a privilege they had 
already enjoved, and which they had 
justified themselves in possessing. This 
was especially the case in London, where 
recent legislation had deprived them of the 
privilege they had previously possessed. 
Experience had shown that women had 
done excellent work in local and municipal 
government for which thev deserved 
encouragement, and that encouragement 
could best be given by restoring to them 
the privilege they had accidentally lost. 
He could bear personal testimony to the 
excellent manner in which women had 
worked on local bodies, having worked 
sie by side with them on the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board, on a board of guardians, 
and on education committees, on all of 
which bodies they did excellent work, 
aiid he had been struck by the fac’ that 
they always took a sensible view of affairs 
and applied themselves to that part of 
public work for which they were suited, 
without attempting to push themselves 
into work for which they were not suited. 
That was a compliment which could not 
always be paid to the other sex. But he 
might be asked why, if these were his 
views, he stopped short at the county 
councils, The reason was that on the 
county council they got into something 
approaching a political atmosphere, and 
with all his respect for women and their 
work, a political woman, whether Liberal 
or Conservative, was not a woman who 


commended herself to his personal judg- | 


ment. He was not a member of the 
Primrose League. It might be said that 
that reflected no credit upon him, inas- 


much as the efforts of that league would be ’ 


somewhat out of place in the University of 
Oxford; but, at any rate, he had no desire 
to see the political woman multiplied. It 
was not right to sneer at the-thin-end-of- 
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the-wedge argument if the thick end of 
the wedge represented something that was 
objectionable. But here experience had 
shown that women did exellent work on 
municipal bodies in connection with 
women, children, the destitute, and sani+ 
tation ; but the same women did not take 
part in politics. Thev were not the same 
class. ‘The woman who did good social 
and philanthropic work was not, as a 
tule, the woman who desired to take part 
in politics. If that was so, the ‘‘ wedge” 
disappeare |, and consequently there was 
no thick end, and the alleged thin end 
could do no harm. On the merits of the 
question he did not doubt the House 
would be doing right in sunporting the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) pointed out that 
some of the strongest testimony that had 
been given as to the value of women’s 
work on local bodies had been in con- 
nection with work under the control of 
the county councils, and, therefore, the 
statement of the last speaker that he was 
not prepared to go so far as to give 
women the right to sit on those bodies 
was a matter of surprise to most sup- 
porters of the Bill. One of the most 
painful duties connected with member- 
ship of a lunacy committee was that of 
visiting the wards containing women and 
children, and if ever men felt their help- 
lessness it was then. The right hon. 
Gentleman had admitted the excellent 
work women did in connection with the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board, and yet he 
would not allow them an opportunity of 
doing similar work for the asylums in the 
country which were under the county or 
county borough councils. There were a 
number of committees connected with 
borough council work onj which women 
could do good work. First of all, there 
was the education committee, of which 
at present they could become members 
only by co-option, a method which did 
not invest them with the influence or 
authority they would possess if 
elected directly by the ratepayers. More- 
over, they were debarred from following 
their work through to the finish in the 
education authority itself, as they were 
not permitted to be members of that 
authority. The baths and washhouses 


department was also one in which there 
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were splendid opportunities for the 
exercise of that knowledge which women 
alone possessed. He hoped the Bill 
would pass itsSecond Reading by a large 
majority and become law before the end 
of the present session. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) reminded the House that on the 
three bodies to which the hon. Member 
for the Barnard Castle Division had re- 
ferred women were already able to 
serve. By co-option they could be, 
and as a matter of fact, had to be, 
appointed on the education committees. 
With regard to baths and washhouses it 
was perfectly competent for ladies to be 
elected to act as visitors, The inspec- 
tion of workhouses was never left to the 
Jady members of boards of guardians, 
but lady visitors were appointed who 
were specially qualified for the work. 
As to the Asylums Board, his right. hon. 
friend had stated what excellent col- 
leagues they made on the body. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 38.) 
pointed out that that applied only to 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board, and 
not to the asylum committees of the 
county councils, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (con- 
tinuing) said that many of the supporters 
of the Bill were very lukewarm in their sup- 
port, and his right hon, friend especially 
had hedged his approval with many quali- 
fications. This Bill enabled women to be 
elected upon county and borough councils, 
and the metropolitan borough councils. He 
rather gathered that the chief argument 
in favour of this proposal was due to the 
fact that in former years ladies were able 
to sit upon the London vestries, and 
that they had lost ground to that extent. 
That was hardly the case, because it was 
a fact that ladies obtained that privilege 
by accident. When the Act was passed it 
was never intended that ladies should sit 
on the vestries, but, according to the 
wording of the Act, the Law Courts 
decided that ladies could become members 
of vestries. He would not say that 
women were incapable of discharging the 
duties with which the Bill proposed to 
entrust them; but he did say there would 
be no advantage in enabling them to 
become members of these various bodies, 


Mr. Arthur Henderson. 
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and this, he was quite sure, was the view 
held by the majority of women in these 
islands. He felt very strongly upon this 
question, and he considered that it was 
his duty to oppose it to the best of his 
ability. He thought that would be the 
view taken by the Government. By 
throwing these positions open to women 
they did not yet the best of their 
class to come forward. His right 
hon. friend had stated his objection 
to the political lady, and in his 
opinion it was only the political lady 
who was likely to come forward under 
this Bill. The elections for county and 
borough councils hid now become as 
much a political affair as any other 
election, and therefore they could not 
avoid bringing in the political ladies. 
The ladies who would be most likely 
to confine themselves to the special 
duties which came within their province 
hardly ever came foiward. Ladies wer» 
useful on boards of guardians, but 
boards of guardians were not political 
bodies, although they were semi-politica'. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen said the onus pro- 
bandi rested with those who thought that 
women were not fitted for this work, but 
all he could say was that the change pro- 
posed was one for which there was no 
warrant, and from which no advantage 
would be gained. He never supported 
any change unless he felt sure that it was 
going to produce good, and he hoped no 
hon. Member would support any change 
unless they thought it was likely to do 
good, 


Mr. BRYCE said that his argument 
was that the electors of this country 
ought to have the widest possible choic», 
and it lay upon those who desired to 
limit that choice and the freedom of thie 
electors in this respect to show why 
women should be excluded. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
that argument appeared to him to 
amount to the contention that every- 
body ought to be eligible unless they 
could be shown incompetent for the 
post. 


Mr. BRYCE: Not quite that, 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 
that was practically what it amounted 
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to. [An Hon. MempBer:  Ladie:; sat 
upon the school boards.}| Yes, they 
did, and many of them were now serving 
on the education committees, and what 
was more, the Act stated that a certain 
number of ladies must be placed upon 
those committees, A very considerable 
number of ladies were now acting as 
managers of schools under the Education 
Act. Women were too apt to go into 
enormous detail, and they could not 
carry on municipal business unless p ople 
confined thems-:lves more to ge-eral 
principles. Women were more inclined 
than men to devote themselves to small 
petty details than to general principles. 
He doubted the statement that this Bill 
excluded a woman from being elected as 
mayor. There might be some difficulty 
as to whether a lady mayor could be a 
justice of the peace, but it appeared to 
him that, on the whole, the Bill was so 
worded that the position of mayor was 
one which could be occupied by a lady. 
The change proposed in this Bill was not 
one which would be for the benefit of the 
country, and he was convinced that it 
was not desired by anything approaching 
| majority of women of this country. 


*Stir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
said that on behalf of a considerable 
nuiiber of women in his constituency, 
who he hoped in years to come would 
become constituents in reality and not 
only in name, he wished to give very 
hearty support to this Bill. The argu- 
ments in favour of this Bill seemed 
to him to be strong and unanswer- 


able, while those against were both 
sophisticated and feeble. He regarded 
this debate more as an ‘‘affair of 
outposts”? in the general campaign 
for extending the Parhamentary suf- 
frage to women. To-day the de- 


mand was a very modest one indeed. 
It was simply that women should 
be declared capable of siiting on county 


and borough councils, upon which it 
was argued thit there was a_ large 


amount of work which they could per- 
form a great deal better than men. 
There were special reasons why this Bill 
should be received with favour on the 
Ministerial side of the House, be- 
cause the Conservative Party was pre- 
eminently the Party which recognised 
the qualifications of women to take 
VOL. CXLIV. [Fourru Sertzs.] 
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part, not only in the details, but in the 
serious business of life. The Primrose 
League had been spoken of. That 
gigantic organisation, which was founded 
for the purpose of upholding religion, 
the Kstates of the Realm, and the 
Imperial ascendancy of the British 
Empire—that great leagu>, charged with 
the furtherince of these great objects, was 
largely comprised of women. Over that 
organisation the Prime Minister himself 
presided, and with him acted not only 
a male executive, but also a female 
executive, known as the Ladies’ «Grand 
Council, which doubtless assiste1 him 
in furthering the interests of that 
great mission which this league was 
founded to promote. This circum- 
stance in itself conceded the prin- 
ciple on this side of the House that 
women were qualified to take part 
in the work of executive government, 
and the Prime Minister agreed with that 
principle. He was sorry to see that 
afternoon that hon. Members were going 
back upon their chief, and upon the 
Ladies’ Grand Council, by, declaring by 
their opposition to this Bill that the 
same women who were fit to sit upon 
a counc'] charged with the furtherance 
of such great Imperial and national 
responsibilities were not qualified to 
take any part in the comparatively 
trivial business of the local councils 
of the counties and towns. But there 
were other councils besides the Ladies’ 
Grand Council which claimed to take 
some part in shaping the destinies of 
their country. There were numerous 


women’s trades councils representing 
hundreds of thousands of working 


women, who were bread winners, and 
who were pressing forward to take 
some part in the selection of those who 
made the laws which regulated the con- 
ditions under which they laboured, 
and under the security of which the 
bread of themselves and their families 


was won. He hoped the House would 
recognise the strength and_ sincerity 


of this movement by not resisting that 
instalment of its accomplishment which 
passing the Second Reading that day 
would provide. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) mentioned 
that during the first year of its existence 
the London County Council had the great 


( 
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advantage of the presence of three most 
able women as members. Owing to a 
decision of the Judges the Council were 
deprived of their assistance, and year 
after year ever since the County Council 
had sent petitions to the House asking 
that the law should be so amended that 
they could again enjoy the advantages of 
such services. He had known women 
connected with school board work who 
considered it a great privilege to appeal 
to the electors and get fresh inspiration | 
from them. It was true that such women 
had been co-opted and placed upon the 
education committee by the London 
County Council. Speaking on behalf of | 
that body he desired to inform the House | 
that they considered this amended plan 
of co-optation as a degradation and an 
inconvenience, and he asked that those 
women should have restored to them 
those rights and privileges which they 
formerly enjoyed. He was sorry that the 
hon. Member for St. Pancras had spoken | 
so slightingly of the services of women on 
the old London vestries, For a great 
many years they rendered really valuable 
services to London as members of those | 
bodies. With regard to the work of | 
women on the old London vestries the. 
Prime Minister once said— 





“It does seem hard that when women have | 
been engaged ina particular work, and have | 
carried out that work in a satisfactory manner, 
the House should take the occasion of a great | 
reform to restrict their sphere of usefulness.” | 

He could not put it more forcibly than | 
that. He ventured to urge the acceptance 
of the Bill on the ground of purity of 
administration, Corruption was creeping 
into some of our public bodies, and the | 
presence of women on those bodies would 





check the increase of that corruption. 
Lord Salisbury, speaking in the House of 
Lords on this subject, declared that— 


‘“‘In the presence of women on these councils | 
you have a security against indolence and 
against selfish administration which you will not 
have if they are removed.” 


They sadly needed the services of good | 


and able women on some of their public | 
Mr. Benn. | 
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bodies, the administration of which would 
be strengthened and purified by their 
presence. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer 
sity) said he felt a special obligation to 
say a few words in support of this Bill, 
because he had always thought that one 
great, though unavoidable, blemish in 


| the Education Act of 1902 was that it 


deprived the country of the advantage 
of women on the governing body in 
It was quite true that the 
best that could be done was done by 


/making it compulsory upon the new 


education authorities to place women 
on the education committees, but he 


| quite agreed with the right hon. Gentle- 
/men the Member for Aberdeen that that 


was not a complete substitute for their 
former powers on school boards. He 
could not speak too highly of the work 
done in the education of the people by 
women. In the training and develop- 
ment of infants and very young children 
the experience and authority of women 
was absolutely invaluable. The House 
was probably not aware of the silly and 
stupid things which were done day after 
day in multitudes of our infants’ schools 
because those schools, although they 
had a mistress at the head of them, were 
practically managed by male inspectors, 
who knew nothing about infants and 
went into the schools with the precon- 
ceived notion that they were only 
diminutive men or diminutive women. 
He had the most earnest desire to see 
election to 


|borough and county councils, because 


those bodies now administered the Edu. 


/cation Acts, and he knew of no real 
‘reason why they should be excluded 


from those bodies. It seemed to him 


that all their past experience was against 


any attempt to restrict the choice of 
the electors in this respect. Besides 
the he had had with 
school authorities, he had had consider- 
able experience in and out of boards of 


experience 
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guardians, and he did not think men | 
were so well qualified to do a great | 
deal of the work which was done by 
boards of guardians as women were. | 
Happily they were still on boards of | 
guardians, but there was a proposal in| 


the air to vest the powers of these | 


boards in the munizipal authorities as 
had been done in the case of education. 
If that was done it was all the more 


important that women should be made | 


eligible for municipal councils. 


His right hon. friend the Member 
for Oxford University desired to ex- 
clude women from county councils 
because these bodies were partly political. 
If they were they ought not to be. 
He hoped that 


telligence of the age and nation politics 


in the growing in- 
would be as much banished from county 
councils as they were from boards of 
guardians and from the best municipal 
It was bad enough that this 
They had 


experience of the discredit that was cast 


authorities. 


House should be political. 


upon the House of Commons because of 
He should have 
the greatest possible pleasure in voting 


its political character. 


in favour of the Second Reading of the 
Bill. The question of women’s franchise 
seemed to him to have nothing to do 
with the question dealt with in this 
measure, During his political life, ever 
since John Stuart Mill moved his famous 
Amendment to the Representation of 
the People Act of 1866, he had steadily 
voted in favour of the enfranchisement 
But that question had 
The whole 


question was whether the electors were 


of women. 


nothing to do with this Bill. 


or were not to be curtailed in their choice | 


of representatives. 
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had been said by his right hon. friend 
with regard tothe question of the Parlia- 
mentary franchise for women. This Bill 
had nothing to do with that. As a 
Member for a Scotch constituency he 
regretted that Scotland was not included 
in the scope of the Bill, and he thought 
if the Bill went to a Committee an Amend- 
ment should be moved to include that 
country. His right hon. friend had not 
referred to a matter in which they had 
both been 


question of the employment of children in 


much concerned, viz., the 
various capacities outside of school hours, 
and more especially to street selling. He 
could not imagine any subject on which 
the views of women would be more useful 
In 
the particular matter of education it 


and helpful to the local authorities. 


seemed perfectly absurd to say that 
women were not useful in guiding the 
education of the young, and especially 
of young girls. There were also such 
questions as public lodging-houses, in- 
dustrial schools, the regulations relating 
to midwives, sanitation 
health, with 
advice and 


not only 


and public 
the 
co-operation of women 
were and helpful, 
but This little Bill 
would do only a tardy act of justice to 
the 


position of which they were robbed by 


respect to which 
useful 
even essential. 


women by conferring on them 
the present Government, when by the 
London Government Act they were barred 
from giving those services to the State 
which they were so eminently qualified 
The hon. Member for Hackney 
seemed to have had an extraordinary 
The hoa. Member 


to give. 


experience of women. 


went so far as to say that there was no 


warrant for what the Bill proposed, and 


_ that no advantage would be reaped from 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said he | 
desired to associate himself with what | 


it. 
that 


It was a self-evident proposition 
women had conferred immense 
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advantage by their counsel on those 
boards of which they had been members. 


THE SECRETARY vo rae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said 
his hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for South St. Pancras had asked for the 
guidance of the Government in this 
matter. Were there to be no questions 
upon which the Government were to be 


The 
question of the capacity of women to 


allowed to have an open mind? 


administer public affairs divided men 
into hostile camps almost as much as the 
question of religion; and if women had 
to wait for their enfranchisement until a 


Government were agreed upon it he was | 


afraid they would have to wait a very 
long time. He was not to be taken as 
speaking for the Government. This was 
a question upon which nothing was to be 
done in this Parliament by this Govern- 
ment. Indeed he might go so far as to 
say that this was a question upon which 
nothing was ever to be done in any 


Parliament by any Government. But he 


himself had always been in favour of 


women being admitted 
possible to administrative odies. 


as freely as 
He 
might have risen in the House at least 
twenty times to express those views, but 
Mr. 
privilege, and knowing he was then a 


Speaker, in the exercise of his 


bachelor, had not called upon him to 
He had 
those views from his experience of the 


speak. no reason to change 


last three years. In this matter he 
might be called a “ whole-hogger,” 
was in favour of giving the Parliamentary 
franchise to women, although he doubted 
whether the House of Commons was a 
place in which they ought to be allowed 
to sit. 
this country which had always tried to be 


There wag a county council in 


Mr. Tennant. 
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through the machinery of this House at 
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a legislative assembly. 


_ present, but, as a rule, county councils 
But 
while he thought that women might 
be the 
making of laws, they might, upon local 


were not legislative assemblies. 


properly excluded — froin 
bodies, be very safely entrusted with 
He 
the 


thin-end-of-the-wedge argument on this 


the administration of those laws. 
should like to say a word about 


question which was always brought up, 
and which had again appeared to-day, 
It 


was said that if it was inserted in the 


What was the danger of the wedge / 


‘way proposed now, it might be driven 
home in ways which would change the 
conditions in the whole sphere of society. 
The progress of the wedge had been re- 
markably slow. 
made by the hon. Member for Berwick- 


Reference had been 


shire to the fact that women were not on 
municipal councils, but he would remind 
him that it wes not this House which 
The House Lords 


excluded them. ol 


laid that down. 


Mr. TENNANT: May I remind the 
hon, Member that the Government telle1s 
were put on when the Motion was put to 
agree with the Lords’ Amendment ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said the hon 
Member was technically correct, but in 
spirit he was incorrect. The question 
was whether they should agree with the 
Lords’ Amendment, or whether at the 
end of the session they should drop that 
big and important Bill. The Leader of 
the House decided that it was better not 
to fight with the other branch of the 
| Legislature on this particular point in the 
Bill. Tn order to get the Bill through at 
once the objection to the Lords’ Amend- 
waived, and that was 


}ment Was 
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practically why the Government Whips 
were put on to tell in favour of it. 


He wished to deal with the strange 
position which was created by women 
being allowed, as they were allowed, 
to sit on urban district councils, and 
He did 


could define the dis- 


not on borough councils. 
not feel that he 
tinction between the administrative con- 
ditions of urban and borough councils. 
It did not consist in the importance of 
the districts they ruled. 
Willesden for example, with a popula- 


over which 


tion of over 114,000, had an urban district 
council, while Hendon, with 1,100 inhabi- 
There were many 
the 


utban councils to which women might be 


tants, was a borough. 


instances throughout country of 
elected, and of borough councils to which 
they could not be elected, though in the 
urban districts the population might be 
creater and the powers exercised practi- 
cally the same. He knew of no sufficient 
distinction between the two which vave 
women the right to sit on the one and 
the 


duties in both administrative bodies upon 


not on other. There were many 


which women’s influence and knowledge 
could be most usefully employed. In 


the question of 


guardians had done useful work for the | 
pauper class; why should they not be | 


allowed to give equally good service to 
the class above ? A woman was far more 
likely to know whether the kitchen and 
scullery arrangements were of a convenient 
kind. Under the Factory Acts women 
were appointed as inspectors, and it was 
recognised that they were well qualified 
to discharge the duties. 
one would wish to go back on that policy. 
Surely the matters to which they gave 
their attention could be well regulated by 
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He was sure no 
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women in council, ‘To enforcing the Food 
and Drugs Act women would give much 
activity, for women were the caterers for 
working-class households and suffered 
most from the adulteration of food. He 
thought if women could sit on the 
borough councils some of the councils 
would be keener to take samples of food 
with the view to the prosecution of the 
which affected 


social habits came peculiarly within the 


offenders. By - laws 


province of women. Recently a council 
applied for sanction toa by-law requiring 
all dust-bins to be placed on the kerb at 
seven in the morning, a by-law that cer- 
tainly no woman would support. Why, 
if women were so useful as guardians in 
relation to infirmaries, should they not 
assist in the administration of hospitals 
There were 8,000 female 
lunatics in our asylums, yet no woman 
could as a matter of mght sit on the 
committees to look after the affairs of 


and asvlums ? 


those asylums. Regulations in regard to 
the employment of and prevention of 
cruelty to children were especially fitted 
for the consideration of women. Many 
of the duties devolving on local authori- 
ties were such as a wise councillor would 
consult his wife, mother, or grandmother 
upon; and where municipai interference 
was forced upon homes women had a 


right to be heard. 


When it was urged that women 
could have no knowledge of roads and 
bridges, be replied, What did the 


county councillor know of the 
He acquired his knowledge 


average 
subject ? 
as he went on; and @ woman was not 
less apt than a man to acquire informa- 
Women had 
stronger reasons than men for desiring 
tlat the high roads should be properly 


tion from her surroundings. 








75 Local Authorities (Qualifi- 


constructed. When he was a member 
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Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam. 


of a highways committee he learned | berwell, Peckham) said his hon. friend 
that what caused most of the mud | the Secretary to the Local Government 
was that too much use was made of | Board had for once departed from that 


He fancied 
that if women were on county councils 
there would not be so much of this 
unnecessary 


certain filling-in material. 


filling - in material used. 


/sound common-sense which always dis- 


| tinguished him. 


He had advocated this 
Bill on the ground that gallantry came 


into it. That might be one of the reasons 


In the regulation of traffic who could | 


better judge than women of the corners 
where motors at high speed would be 
dangerous to women and children pedes- 
trians? There was no question of drag- 
ing women into political conflicts ; they 
were there already. They exercised con- 
siderable influence in politics, and he did 
not doubt that many Members in the 
House owed their seats to that influence. 


for which he himself objected to it. If his 
hon. friend happened to sit on a borough 
council with a charming lady would he 


‘contradict her if he thought she was in 


Would opponents go so far as to allow | 


women to sit as aldermen, avoiding the 
horrors of a contested election ? 
municipal matters women had _ politics 
thrust upon them, they had votes, and 
after all, there was nothing to prevent a 


In 


error? He did not think gallantry came 


into the question at ali. It was a ques- 
tion of the merits and the demerits of 
women, and of the practicability of put- 


Asa 


rule the majority of women did not desire 


ting them on certain public bodies. 


They could 


to be put on these bodies. 
exercise their usefulness in many other 
There doubt that 


directions. was no 


they did exercise a very great influence 


man or woman retiring from political ' 


life. There was no compulsion in this 
Bill. The great beauty of public life was 
that they did not require to go into it 
unless they liked. It should be noticed 
that Irishmen had shown their gallantry 
by electing women to local bodies where- 


ever it was possible to do so. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): We would 
have them in this House if we could. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON 
wanted on these local bodies 


said they 
all the 
earnest, public-spirited, leisured people 
they could find, for the work was growing 
as year by year new duties were cast 


upon them, It was a pity the ba rier of 


sex should shut out a large resource, and 
he should vote for the Bill. 
Mr Gant Lawson 


on elections, but they exercised it in a 
totally different manner to what they 
would do if put on administrative or 
legislative bodies. An hon. Member had 
said that unless the electors wanted them 
they would not be elected. Kvery Mem- 
ber of this House knew perfectly well 
that a great many of the electors would 
not take any trouble to vote either at a 
county council or a borough council 


election, and consequently the true feel- 


: portant 


ing of the electors was not really ascer- 


tained. No doubt a certain number of 


women would come forward, and no 
doubt a great number of people would 
not take the trouble to go to th» poll. 
The hon. Member for Leicester said that 
the business transacted by the borough 
councils and the county councils was of 
He disagreed 
He 
im- 


last 


a very trivial nature. 
with the hon. Member altogether. 
considered that it was of a most 
the 


chara‘ ter. During 
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thirty years the municipal debt of the 
country had risen from somewhere about 
£90,000,000 to over £400,000,000. 
women economically likely to reduce 
that expenditure? His experience of 
might not be 


hon. 


wo nen—[Laughter]—he 


so fortunate as_ his friends— 


[Laughter]}—but he had a_ certain 
experience with women, and he believed 
that, as a rule, they were not economical. 
[Cries of “Oh, oh! ”] He 


further, that such was their temperament, 


believed 


their kind-heartedness, and sentimen- 
tality, that if they considered a certain 
thing was right—he did not deny that 
right 


‘‘Never mind what it costs, it is a good 


it might be they would say, 
thing, and let us have it.’ Therefore, 
he did not think at all 
advisable to put women on_ borough 


it would be 


councils and county councils, as they 
would encourage the already extravagant 
habits of those particular bodies. 


They had heard from the right hon, 
Member for Cambridge University a long 
and excellent speech in which he recom- 
mended the adoption of the Bill on the 
ground that women had done good service 
Nobody denied 
that; but hedid not see that they would 


on educational bodies. 


Le deprived of the opportunities of doing 
such service if this Bill did not pass. 
They might beable to superintend schools, 
even if they did not sit on borough councils 
or county councils. His right bon. friend 
discoursed largely on various matters at 
which the ladies were good — inspecting 
kitchen ranges, and seeing whether the 
food was bad. But he would ask his 
right hon. friend whether a woman as 


an inspector would not have much more 


power in regard to such matters in) 


bringing them to the notice of county 


Were | 


78 
councils and borough councils than if 
she were a member of such bodies. The 


hon. Member for Hackney had made 
some allusion as to what would happen 
if this Bill passed and women became 
He did not attach 
The hon. 
Gentleman was very much upset by the 


aldermen or mayors. 


much importance to that. 


ide that if the borough councils or 
county councils ordered that the refuse 
of households should be put on the pave- 
ment at seven o'clock in the morning, 
the women on the councils would vote 
that the order should not be passed. 
Now, he thought that that was a very 
strong argument for not putting women 
on these bodies. 


Hon. Members who had supported this 
Bill had admitted that they were in favour 
of the Parliamentary franchise being 
given to women and of women sitting in 
this House. That was really at the bottom 
of the whole of this agitation. One hon. 
Member had said that this Bill was only a 


step in a certain direction, and his argu- 


‘ment was that if they once admitted 


women to the county and _ borough 
councils they would have to go further 
and admit them 


Legislature. 


as members of the 
He thought it would be an 
extremely evil day for the country when 
that was done. He did not wish to deery 
for a moment the gool work which 
women did, cr were capable of doing, in 
the manigement of the different affairs 
of life; but he had not heard a single 
argument to show that women were in 
any kind of way better than men. The 
hon. Member for Devonport had argued 
that there was some practical reason for 
passing this Bill, because a few years ago 
sat on the London 


three women had 


County Council. No doubt these were 
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very exceptional women, of very great 
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ability, but that was a very shallow 
argument to put forward in favour of 
giving every woman in the country an 
opportunity of sitting on borough and 
He hoped the House 


would not accept the Bill, especially on 


district councils. 


a Friday, when very few Members wer: 
present. He was sorry that so few 
Members had thought it worth their 
while to come forward to 


the Bill by their voice and vote ; and the 


oppose 
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only conclusion he could come to was | 


that on Friday afternoon the majority of | 
'why he could not give a silent vote he 


Members regarded such Bills as this as 


the expression of a pious opinion which | 


was not likely to come into force. He was 


glad to see the right hon. Gentleman the | 


Attorney-General present in the House, | 


and he did not think that on such an/ 


important Bill as this the House should 
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Officers of the Crown, who had such great 
opportunities of studying the capabilities 
of women. 


*Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said that he had invariably voted 
against any Bill proposing to give female 
suffrage ; but he should vote for this Bill 
becaus? he believed it would afford women 
an opportunity of serving on local bodies 
which might be regarded as training 
schools and thereby proving their fitness, 
if they had any, for occupying posts in 
public life. Having explained the reason 


would not delay the division. 


Question put, “That the word ‘now’ 
stand part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 


be deprived of the opinion of the Law! 25. (Division List No. 98.) 
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FOR 
Shipman 
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and 


TELLERS 
Dr. 
Slack. 


Reddy, M. 

| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Roche, John 

| 

FOR THE Nors— 
Sir William Tomlinson and 
| Captain Jessel. 

' 


| 


| 


| BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


: ’ | *THe PARLIAMENTARY 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | TARY 


“That the Bill be commit'ed to the | ; . 
nes are |AcLtanD-Hoop, Somoersetshire, Welling- 


| ton) moved that the House do now 


OF 


SECRE- 


THE TREASURY (Sir A. 


adjourn. Vote 1 of the Army Estimates 


And, it being after half-past Five of | would be proceeded with on Monday 


the clock, and objection being taken to | a8 the first order. 


further proceedings, the 


ah 
adjourned, 


debate s‘o0d | 
| Question, 


“That this House do now 


j adjourn ” (Sir A. Acland-Hood) put, and 


Debate to be resumed on Monday next. | agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty-three minutes before Six o'clock till Monday next. 





— — LL 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 3rd April, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—— 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :—-Metropolitan 
Police Provis:onal Order. 


he Member. 


And also the Certificates that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
> following Bills have been complied with : 
.— ar. Chatham, Gillingham, and 
Rochester Water; Walker and Wallsend 
Union Gas; Hull, Barnsley, and West 
Riding Junction Railway and Dock. 


yt 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [#.t.]; Hessle 

Gas Bill [#.t.]; Clyde Navigation (Re- 
constitution) Bill [H.L.]. Read : * and 
passed, and sent to the Commons, 


Morley Corporation Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1; and referred to 
the Examiners 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [n.L.]. House 
in Committee (according to order), An 
Amendment made. 
negatived. The Report of Amendment 
to be received To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLICE (SCOTLAND). 


Forty-seventh Annual Report of His 
Majesty’s Inspector of Constabulary for 
Scotland, for the year ended December 

31st, 1904. 


An Asterisk 4 at the commencement of a —_— indicates revision 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3332. Mexico; No, 3333. Ger- 
many. 
(MISCELLANEOUS). 
No. 632. Silk trade and yield of 


cocoons in Italy in 1904. 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourrn  Sertes.] 
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Standing Committee | 


Corporations Bill, g6 


ARMY. 


Return showing number and cost of 
small arms, sword bayonets, machine 
guns, etc., manufactured in the Royal 
Sma!l Aims Factories at Enfield and 
Birmingham, and by the trade, during the 
past ten years; also the number of men 
employed in the two Government 
Factories for the same period, and their 
wages. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 


Report of the Director to the Board of 
Governors and Guardians, for the year 
1904. ; 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN ENGLAND). 


Return of all loans riised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of 


Parliament, chargeable on the revenues 
of India, outstanding at the commence- 


ment of the half-year ended on March 
Sist, 1905, with the rates of interest and 
total amount pavable thereon, and the 
date of the termination of each loan, the 
debt incurred during the half-year, the 
moneys raised thereby during the half- 
year, the loans paid off or discharged 
during the half-year, and the loans out- 
standing at the close of the half-year, 


- stating, so far as the public convenience 


will allow, the purpose or service for 
which moneys have been raised during 
the half-year. 
GOVERNMENT INSURANCES 
ANNUITIES. 
Account of all moneys received on 
account of contracts for the grant of 
deferred life annuities, and for payments 
on death, under the provisions of the 
Acts 27 and 28 Victoria, chap, 43, 45 and 
46 Victoria, chap. 51, and 50 and 51 
Victoria, chap. 40, and of the disposal 
thereof, and of the contracts made, for 
the year ended December 3ist, 1904, 


AND 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (MERTHYR 
TYDFIL SCHEME CONFIRMATION) 
BILL [u.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). The Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee made. Standing 


E 
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Committee negatived. The Report of | 


Amendments to be received to-morrow. 


SERVICE OF MILITIAMEN BILL [x.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). 


[The Earl of OnsLow in the Chair.] 
Clause 1. 


THE Ear or GALLOWAY moved to 
amend sub-section (1), which provides 
that any part of the Regular Militia when 
embodied shall, notwithstanding any 
enactment to the contrary, be liable to 
serve in any place out of the United 
Kingdom, and accordingly to be carried 
or ordered to go out of the United King- 
dom, by the addition of the following 
words: “It being understood that, 
should they thus be carried or ordered 
out of the United Kingdom, a bounty of 
not less than thirty days pay and allow- 
ances shall be given to every officer, 
non-commissioned officer, and man on 
embarkation.” He said he made no 
apology for asking their Lordships to 
consider this Amendment, because the 
Bill as it stood was likely to have a very 
deleterious effect on recruiting for the 
Militia. He was quite certain that the 
whole difficulty could be met by a system 
of bounties. It so happened that he 
could give their Lordships a concrete case 
from his own experience. At the end of 
the Indian Mutiny there was a mutiny of 
European troops. The Government had 
taken them over without giving them a 
bounty, they having previously been 
enlisted for the East India Company’s 
service. On the matter being gone into 
it was found that the troops were in the 
right and that an injustice had been 
done. The consequence was that the 
Indian Government were put to the ex- 
pense of sending the whole of the troops 
in question back to England. After they 
had had a short holiday at home, the 
Government offered them a bounty, 
which they ought to have done in the 
first instance, and the result was that 
nearly the whole of the men re-engaged, 
the Government then having to incur the 
expense of conveying them back to India. 
He understool that at the present mo- 
ment when Militiamen were asked to 


volunteer for foreign service a bounty 


{LORDS} 


| favour. 
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was given, but it was not given as a 
matter of right as it should be, but as a 
His Amendment would secure 
that when they were called upon they 
should receive as a right the moderate 
bounty of a month’s pay and allowances, 
Objection might be raised to the Amend- 
ment on the ground that it involved a 
money payment, and was therefore a 


'breach of the priviliges of the other 


House ; but this could be easily met by 
an undertaking on the part of the 
Government that when the Bill reached 
the House of Commons they would intro- 
duce an Amendment with this object. 
Such a provision would, he was convinced, 
prove a great advantage in recruiting, 
and would be an act of common justice. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 8, after the word 
‘Kingdom’ toinsert the words ‘it being under- 
stood that, should they thus be carried or 
ordered out of the United Kingdom, a bounty 
cf not less than thirty days pay and allowances 
shall be given to every officer, non-commis- 
sioned officer, and man on embarkation.’ ”’ 


(The Karl of Galloway.) 


THE UNDER - SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Don- 
OUGHMORE): My Lords, I can assure 
the noble Karl that Iam entirely sym- 
pathetic with the objects which have 
impelled him to move this Amendment, 
but I think he rather under-estimates 
the value of the present system. By an 
Army Order made in 1900, any Militiaman 
embarking for South Africa or any place 
outside the United Kingdom, received a 
bounty of £1 on embarkation. That 
Army Order has not been repealed, and 
I think it fully meets the view of the 
noble Earl. We also recognise the 
claims of the officer. Officers in the late 
war received a gratuity of £100 for each 
year of service abroad, and Reserve 
officers received the same grant, There- 
fore I think it will be admitted that we 
can and do already carry out the wishes 
of the noble Earl without the necessity 
for legislation. The noble Earl says that 
the bounty under the Army Order of 1900 
is given as a favour and not as a matter 
of right. I cannot follow him in that 
definition. As long as this Army Order 
remains in existence the bounty will be 
given asin the past, and therefore I hope 
the noble Lord will not see any necessity 
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to press his Amendment. I do not want 
to take my stand purely on a technical 
objection, but I cannot believe that such 
a provision as this is permissible in a Bill 
introduced in your Lordships’ House. I 
do not wish to in any way belittle the 
privileges of your Lordships’ House, but 
it seems to me that this is essentially an 
Amendment which should emanate from 
the representatives of the people. I hope 
that in the circumstances the noble Karl 
will not press his Amendment, 


THe Eart or GALLOWAY expressed 
the hope that the noble Earl would take 
care that the intention of the Government 
was made known to the recruiting 
sergeants. 


THE Kart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
should think recruiting sergeants would 
be fully awire of this Army Order. They 
are generally alive to anything that helps 
them to collect recruits. I will have 
inquiries made into the matter, and if 
there is any reason to suspect that they 
are not fully aware of the Army Order, I 
will have it brought to their notice. 


Tue Eart or GALLOWAY withdrew 
his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee 
withdrawn. 


Clause 1 agreed to, 
Remaining Clause agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment. 


THe Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
My Lords, this is a very short Bull, with 
only one operative clause, It does not 
involve any complicated question of 
drafting, and I hope, therefore, the House 
will consent to negative the Standing 
Committee. 


Moved, “That the Standing Com- 
mittee be negatived.” -- (The Earl of 
Donoughmore.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, 


Standing Committee negatived; and 
Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five o’clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF CO MMONS. 
Monday, 3rd April, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Xeading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Holy Trinity, Portsea, 
Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan District Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways 
aud Tramroads Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, 
second time. 


That the Bills be read a 


SUBSTITUTED BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeakER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, introduced 
pursuant to the provisions of The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order 62 has been com- 
plied with, viz.:—North British Railway 
(General Powers) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time ‘l'o-morrow. 
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Cork Junction Railways Bill. Read a 
second time, and committed. 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill. Re- 
ported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee [Section 
B]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Bute; and 
Milnathort ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition from Birkenhead, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Sidcup, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petition fiom Messingham, in favour; 
to lie upen the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from West Didsbury, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLICE (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Forty-seventh 
Annual Report of His Majesty’s Inspector 
of Constabulary for Scotland for the year 
ended 31st December, 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


NATIONAL GALLERY (IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Director of the National Gallery of Ire- 





land to the Board of Governors and 
Guardians for the year 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table, 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS FUND. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 29th March; Dr. Macnamara]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 108.] 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS 


Copy presented, of Returns of Accidents 
and Casualties as reported to the Board 
of Trade by the several Railway Com- 
panies in the United Kingdom during the 
three months ended 31st December, 1904, | 
together with Reports of the Inspecting | 
Officers of the Railway Department to 
the Board of Trade upon certain Accidents 
which were inquired into [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN ENG- 
LAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in England, chargeabie on the 
Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ending on 
the 31st March, 1905 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
109.] 





ARMY. 


Copy presented, of Return showing 
number and cost of small arms, sword | 
bayonets, machine guns, etc,, manufac- 
tured in the Royal Small Arms Factories 
at Enfield and Birmingham, and by the 
trade, during the past ten years; alsothe =, 
number of men employed in the two 
Government Factories for the same period 
and their wages [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Covsular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 632 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3332 and 3353 [by Command]; to lie 








upon the Table. 
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Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | 


Licensing Compensation—London County 
Council and City Corporation. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state the annuil 
amount withdrawn from the possible 
London Compensation Fund, under the 
Licensing Act of 1904, by the action of 
the City of London in maintaining a 
jurisdiction apart from the county of 
London. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Tf the intention of the 
Question is to ascertain the maximum 
amount which can be levied in the City 
of London under the Licensing Act, 1904, 
I may say that I understand that it has 
been estimated at about £25,000; which 
is about one-ninth of the amount that 
can be levied in the county of London, 
outside the City. The City of London 
has always been a_ separate licensing 
jurisdiction. 


Purchase of Mansion of Ballyhaise by 
Irish Board of Agriculture. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Department 
of Agriculture have purchased the 
mansion of Ballyhaise and 800 acres of 
demesne ornamental grounds and tillage 
land in the county of Cavan as an 
experiment; what is the purchase 
money; and what is the purpose of this 
experiment, 


Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the approval of the Agricultural 
Board was obtained to the purchase of 
Ballyhaise mansion and demesne ; if this 
property belonged to Mr. Humphreys ; if 
the Board were informed before the 
transaction that Mr. Humphreys was a 
nephew by marriage of one of their 
number; if the Vice-President pressed 
the purchase; and how the purchase 
price between Mr. Humphreys and the 
Department was ascertained. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department, with the approval of the 


Agricultural Board, have purchased the 
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house and demesne for the sum of 
£19,000. The property will be utilised 
as a centre for the breeding of live stock 
in connection with the Depirtment’s 
schemes, and for the instruction of young 
men in practical agriculture. The Board 
were aware that the property belonged 
to Mr. Humphreys. One of the members 
of the Board was indirectly interested in 
it, but he retired from the Board Room 
when the question of its acquisition was 
considered. The Vice-President did not 
press the purchase in the manner 
suggested. The purchase price was 
based on an independent valuation of 
the property. 


Questions. 


Keown Boyd Estate, County Down. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in the 
matter of the Keown Boyd Estate, 
county Down, the Land Judge accepted 
the offer of the tenants to purchase in 
November, 1903; and if he can state the 
cause of the delay in having the purchase 
completed. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No, 
Sir, but the Land Judge approved of 
terms on which the tenants were to re- 
purchase from the Estates Commis- 
sioners if the latter should acquire the 
estate. The making of a formal offer for 
the estate has been held over, so that 
two tenants who had not signed under- 
takings to purchise might have an 
opportunity of doing so. The Commis- 
sioners expect to make shortly an offer 
to the Land Judge. 


Technical and Agricultural Schemes in 
ounty Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, seeing that, owing 
to the disagreement existing between the 
Agricultural and Technical Department 
and the Congested Districts Board, the 
working of technical and _ agricultural 
schemes in the county of Kerry and 
elsewhere will be paralysed by reason of 
the refusal of grants for congested 
districts, he can take any steps to secure 
an understanding between these Depart- 
ments in the public interest, so that local 
effort in Kerry and other counties shall 
not be rendered useless. 
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Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) There 
is no disagreement between the Depart- 
ment and the Congested Districts Board. 
The Department’s agricultural scheme 
applies equally te the entire county, and 
their scheme of technical instruction is 
also applicable over congested and non- 
congested areas. The Congested Dis- 
tricts Board subsidise their own schemes 
of industrial work in the congested 
districts, but they have no funds to 
assist the county scheme of technical in- 
struction in these districts. 


Purchase of Estates outside Connaught or 
the Congested Districts. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any, and 
if so how many, cases of the purchase of 
congested estates by the Estates Com- 
missioners have yet taken place outside 
of Connaught or the congested districts 
by the Estates Commissioners; and, if 
no such case has yet occurred, whether 
he can state if the Commissioners intend 
to apply the section of the Land Act of 
1903 dealing with congested estates in 
districts outside the area referred to. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Estates Commissioners have not as yet 
purchased any congested estates in any 
district. Of course it is their intention 
to put in force the provisions of the Act 
when occasion offers. 


Offer of Seed Potatoes to Irish Board of 


Agriculture by Mr. Williamson, of 
Mallow. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether he is aware that Mr. 
Williamson, of Mallow, a seed potato 
specialist, has offered to supply free of 
cost to the Irish Agricultural Depart- 
ment one ton of a new variety of potato, 
styled Duchess of Cornwall, for the 
purpose of having its merits fully tested 
in their experimental trials this year; 
and if he can explain why the offer has 
been refused, having regard to the fact 
that the Department have already 


decided to include this variety of potato 
injtheir trials this season; and whether 
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Questions. 


‘the offer of Mr. Williamson will be 
reconsidered and accepted. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department do not consider it advisable 
to accept from seed merchants or seed 
growers gratuitous supplies of seeds for 
the purposes of experiment. The 
Department have already a sufficient 
supply of the variety mentioned. They 
are not prepared to reconsider Mr. 
Williamson’s offer. 


Date of Publication of First Annual 
Report of the Estates Commissioners. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can now state when 
the First Annual Report of the Estates 
Commissioners relative to the working of 
the Irish Land Act of 1903 will be 


issued, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
‘Report will be very shortly issued, but 
I cannot fix a date. 


Construction of Moher Relief Road. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if it is in- 
tended that the construction of the 
Moher relief road, county Cavan, is to be 
proceeded with; and, if not, will he ex- 
plain why. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
understand that the guardians have dis- 
continued the construction of this road 
owing to the refusal of the solicitors to 
the owner of the property through which 
the road passes to permit further work 
upon it. 


Case of Denis Connolly, of Borrisnoe. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland is he 
aware that on the night of October 3rd 
last an emergency man named Denis 
Connolly, of Borrisnoe, was caught in 
the act of stealing cabbage from the 
haggart of Daniel Greed residing near 
the same place ; that he was accompanied 
by Constables Neary and Buckley ; that 
Constable Buckley subsequently asked 
the Greeds to say nothing about the 
occurrence, and, on being refused, 
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threatened them; that, a few days later, | 


Questions. 


Head Constable Fallon came to the 
Greeds, and under the pretext of an in- 
vestigation obtained from Cornelius 
Greed a statement of the facts; and 
that the magistrates at the triaJ, where 
Connolly pleaded guilty, expressed their 
opinions that these constables should 
hive been brought forward as witnesses, 
and for their production adjourned the 
trial for a fortnight; and, if so, will he 
say what order was subsequently made 
in the case of Connolly, were the 
constables produced at trial, was any in- 
vestigation held, aud where are those 
constables stationed at present ; and will 
he take steps to hold an investigation in- 
to all the facts of the case. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts, as [ understand them, are briefly 
these: Connolly entered the land of 
Greed, and pulled two cabbage plants. 
Connolly is under personal police pro- 
tection, and at the time of the occurrence 
was six or eight yards in advance of his 
escort (Constables Neary and Buckley). 
The larceny took place at 9 o'clock on a 
dark night, and the constables had no 
reason to believe that Connollv entered 
the field for the purpose stated. Constable 
Buckley did ask Greed not to prosecute 
Connolly, but no threats were used as 
alleged. The Head Constable subse- 
quently, in the discharge of his duty, 
called on Greed in order to investigate 
the facts, and Greed vcluntarily stated 
the facts. When the cas? came before 
the magistrates on October 24th, they 
adjourned it for the attendance of the 
constables. The constables were examined 
at the adjourned hearing, and Connolly 
was fined 10s. and costs, and also 
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ordered to pay 2d. compensation for the | 


theft of the cabbage. The constables 
are now stationed in the Roscrea district. 
The matter was very fully considered by 
the Inspector-General and by my pre- 
decessor in December last, and it was 


decided that no further investigation was | 


called for. 


Railway Rates and Transit Facilities in 
Ireland. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY 

W.): To ask the (bief Secretary tc the 

Lord-Lieutenant of Treland whether, 


having regard to the ‘act that « Resoiu- 


(Limericr, 
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tion dealing with excessive railway rates 
and defective transit facilities generally, 
which constitute a serious bar to the 
material advancement of Ireland, was 
unanimously adopted by the House of 
Commons on the 15th March last, he will 
appoint a VicetRegal Commission to in- 
quire into the question ; or in the alter- 
native, whether he will bring in a Bill 
this session to extend the powers of the 
Department of Agriculture in Ireland, 
with the view to reducing the traffic 
rates in Ireland and making the com- 
panies work as One service, and for that 
purpose also provide a State Guarantee 
to ensure the shareholders against any 
loss that may at first arise. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply to these Questions is in the 
negative. 


Slavery in the East Africa Protectorate. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can state whether, on the transfer to the 
Colonial Office of the East Africa Pro- 
tectorate, inquiry can be made as to the 
possibility of abolishing in the coast 
strip the legal status of slavery, in 
accordance with the policy hitherto 
general in the colonies and protectorates 
under the Colonial Office as well as in 
India. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Inquiry will be made, but it will be 
remembered that we are bound ty an 
assurance which was given by Lord 
Kimberley, Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs in 1895, to the effect that the 
Law of Islam would be maintained. 


Rules for use of Commercial Mole at 
Gibraltar. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the rules affecting the 
use of the commercial mole at Gilbraltar 
have been decided upon; and whether 
representatives of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, or of the mercantile community 
generally, will be included in the board 
of menagement. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
& senemie {Sr the administration of the 
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commercial mole at Gibraltar has been 


drawn up with the assistance of four | 


members of the mercantile body. It 
provides for full and direct Government 
control, but the Government will accept 
for consideration suggestions from 
accredited representatives of the Ex- 
change Committee, the Chamber of 
Commerce, and the general trading 
community on matters of details affecting 
them as customers. 


Premier Diamond Mine Profits. 

Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware that 
the Premier Diamond Mine has declared 
a dividend on its share capital for the 
half year amounting to £210,000; and, 
if so, will he say whether the remaining 
60 per cent. of the profits, amounting to 
£515,000, to which the Transvaal 
Government is entitled, will be paid at 
the same time. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I have received a telegram from Lord 
Milner on this subject, the meaning of 
which is not clear and I have asked for 
explanations. If the hon. Member will 
repeat his Question this day week I hope 
to be able to afford him the information 
he desires. 


Promotion in the Telegraph Service. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): To ask the Post- 
master-General if, in view of the fact that 
a deputation of telegraphists were re- 
cently informed that he intended adding 
to the number of the class of clerks im- 
mediately above the general body, and 


of the stagnation of promotion existing | 
throughout the service, he will state. 


when he hopes to make the change; 
and whether seniority ard efficiency 
will be taken into consideration in de- 
ciding on cases to be promoted. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Iam not 


at present able to state when the change ; 
will take place, as the inquiries are not. 


yet completed. The officers seleeted for 
promotion will be those who are certified 


to be best qualified for the duties to be | 


performed, 
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Hours of Postmen’s Duties. 
Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask 


the Postmaster-General whether the rule 
is still in force which allows postmen’s 
duties being made up to occupy seven 


and a-half hours so as to allow for 
prolonged deliveries. 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) There is 


no such rule: and, so far as I am aware, 
there never has becn. Forty-eight hours 
a weck is the normal attendance for 
town postmen: but, on a revision, the 
duties are usually arranged so as to 
occupy somewhat less than that time, in 
order to allow for general increase of 
work. 


Number, Size, and Weight of Parcels 

included in Letter Delivery. 

Mr. CROOKS: To ask the Post- 
master-General whit is the rule of the 
Department regarding the number, size, 
and weight of parcels postmen have to 
tak out on a letter delivery. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) When 
parcels are delivered with letters the rule 
is that the total combined weight should 
not exceed 35 |bs. per postman, and that, 
as far as possible, town postmen on 
letter deliveries should not be required 
to take out bulky or very heavy parcels 
which would hamper or delay them. 
The number of parcels taken out on a 
letter delivery varies according to the 
nature of the delivery, but on important 
town deliveries it is the practice to 
limit the number to five, as far as 
circumstances admit. 


Postal Facilities at Trillick. County 
yrone. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: To ask the 


Postmaster-General whether he is aware 


that the village of Trillick, county 
Tyrone, has but one delivery of 
letters dailv; that the mid-day mail 


passes the village and carries the mails 
eight miles further on to Ballinamallard, 
where they lie until next morning; and 
if a scheme for a second delivery can, 
under the circumstances, be devised. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I regret 


_to find that, owing to th? high cost of the 
postal service at Trillick, I should not 
justified in 


incurring additional 
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expense in providing a second delivery 
there, 


Piece-work System in the Post Office 
Telegraph and Telephone Factory. 
Mr SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, seeing that the 


carpenters and joiners obtaining employ- | 


ment at the Post Office telegraph and 
telephone factory, Mount 
Clerkenwell, after serving one month 
probationary period, passing a satis- 
factory medical examination, and being 
vaccinated in accordance with the 
requirements of the establishment, are 
required as an absolute condition of 
further employment to execute the work 
at prices which they have no voice in 
arranging on what is known as the 
piece-work system, he will take steps to 
bring the conditions of labour for joiners 
in this factory into harmony with that of 


private employers who pay by the hour, | 


and so enable trade unionists to partici- 
pate in this Government work without 
violating the local rules of the district 
and the general rules of their respective 
societies. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am not 
prepared to abandon the piece-work 
system in the Post Office factory. 


Tea Reliefs in Liverpool Post Office. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that, upon 
certain duties at Liverpool among the 
telegraphists, a period of ten minutes is 
allowed for tea reliefs; and whether he 
will consider the advisability of extend- 
ing the period in the interests of the 
health of the staff. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Under 
the regulations of the Department, a 
refreshment interval of thirty minutes is 
provided for on the duties to which the 
hon. Member refers. As the hours of 
attendance are somewhat inconvenient as 
regards meal times a further short 


interval of ten minutes is allowed, as an | 


act of grace, if the work admits of it, but 
I am not prepared to authorise any 
further extension. 
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| Conveyance of Mails between Wick 

| and Lybster. 

| Mr. HARMSWORTH = (Caithness- 
'shire): To ask the Postmaster-General 
|whether he is aware that about two 
| years ago a light railway was opened 
between Wick and Lybster, in the county 
|of Caithness ; and whether, in view of 
the recent expiry of the contract for the 
carriage by road of the mails between 
these two places, he can see his way to 
arrange that in future the mails for Wick 
and Lybster, and all intervening places, 
shall be carried by the more expeditious 
means of the railway. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
now made full inquiry on the question 
of forwarding the mails between Wick and 


| Lybster by train instead of by road, and 


I have been in communication with the 
railway company on the subject. It 
appears, however, that they cannot 
arrange for a train service at suitable 
hours except at considerable expense ; 
and, as pointed out in a letter which I 
addressed to the hon. Member in April 
last, I should not be justified in making 
special payment for such a service, The 
use of the trains as at present running 
would on the whole greatly impair the 
postal service at all the places on the 
line, and I regret that, in the circum- 
stances, it is not practicable to make any 
change in the present arrangements for 
the conveyance ofthe mails. 


. Smallpox Outbreaks. 

Sirk JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
St. Andrew’s Universities): To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he would be willing to 
lay before the House a Return of the 
plices in which cases of smallpox have 
occurred during the past twelve months, 
giving the total number of cases occurring 
in each place in which that number has 
reached or exceeded 100. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
am willing to give a Return on this 
subject, and I will communicate with my 
hon, friend as to its form. 


Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) : To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he will grant a 
| Return showing the cost to the ratepayers 
| 
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of each outbreak of smallpox in urban 
districts and municipal boroughs during 


the past ‘welve months where the total | 
number of cases has exceeded 100 in| 


number. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
have not the information desired; but I 
will endeavour to ascertain the amount 
of the expenditure incurred by the 
councils of municipal boroughs and urban 
districts in consequence of the occurrence 
of cases of smallpox in them during the 
past twelve months, where the number 
of cases has exceeded 100. I would 
suggest that the particulars, if it is 
found practicable to obtain them, should 
be included in the proposed Return 
referred to in my reply to the Question 
asked by my hon. friend the Member for 
the Edinburgh and St. Andrew’s 
Universities. 


Supply of Prayer and Hymn Books to 
Non-Provided Schools by Local Educa- 
tion Authorities. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether it is the 
practice of the Board of Education to 
require a local education authority, upon 
the request of the managers of any non- 
provided school, to supply prayer books 
and hymn books for the purpose of giving 
religious instruction. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 1 
do not think that I can do better than 
repeat the reply which I gave to a 
Question on the same subject from the 
hon. Member for the Morley Division of 


Yorkshire on March 15thf last, to the | 


effect that no local authority has been 
called upon by the Board of Education 
to pay for books or other apparatus 
required for the purposes of the de- 
nominational instruction given in volun- 
tary schools, and the Board has offered 
no encouragement to managers to press 
for such payments. 


Sale of Obsolete Vessels. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): | 


To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
which of the vessels in List No. 3, 
of the Return of Vessels struck off 


t See (4) Debates, exliii., 29. 
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the Effective List have been sold, and 
what price has been realised in each case. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
vessels on List No. 3, which have been 
sold to date are the “ Porpoise,” “ Sand- 
fly,” “Lizard,” and ‘‘Havannah.” ‘The 
first three were sold abroad by tender; 
but it is contrary to the practice of the 
Department to disclose the prices tendered. 
The ‘“Havannah” was sold by public 
auction, and realised £1,035. ‘The 
“ Boadicea,’ which is also included in 
List No. ©. is being broken up upon 
percentage terms. As the hon. Member 
is probably aware, a number of obsolete 
vessels are for sale by auction at Chatham 
to-morrow. 


Sanitary Condition of the Naval Hospital 
at Malta. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether patients occupying 
the old wing of the Naval Hospital at 
Malta for surgical treatment have, while 
there or soon afterwards, developed fever. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) Patients 
while in hospital for surgical treatment, 
or soon after, have developed ‘ fever,” 
but the number is small. During 1904 
there were seventy-four cases for opera- 


tion, and of these three developed 
‘“ fever,” 
Sir JOHN COLOMB: To ask the 


Civil Lord of the Admiralty when the 
inner surface of the walls of soft stone of 
the old wing of the Naval Hospital at 
Malta were last treated by any process 
of sanitary purification; and what was 
the nature of that process. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) The 
whole of the walls of the wards and 
passages, etc., in the old portion of the 
hospital have been scraped and-coated with 
a special gloss enimel paint, forming an 


impervious and washable surface. The 
soft stone floors have been removed, and 
replaced by terazzo paving. The work 


| was commenced in 1899, and completed 
in 1902. 
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Holyhead aa ca from 
Public Funds. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will state how much money 
from public funds was spent on the 
construction of Holyhead Harbour. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
cost of the outer or new harbour was 
£1,482,000. The Board of Trade have no 
information as to the cost of the inner or 
old harbour. 


Lough Neagh Drainage Trustees. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : To ask 
the Secretary tothe Treasury whether he 
can state the circumstances under which 
the Board of Lough Neagh Drainage 
Trustees was called into being; and what 
conditions are imposed upon them with 
regard to the auditing and publication of 
their accounts, and generally with regard 
to the manner in which the duties 
assigned to them must be discharged. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The trustees are elected under the Act 5 
and 6 Vic., c. 89, s, 120, in order to 
maintain’ the Lough Neagh drainage 
system. Noconditions are imposed upon 
them with regard to the auditing and 
publication of accounts; but under the 
Act they are required to maintain the 
works in an efficient state of repair, and 
to raise the necessary funds for the 
purpose by means of a rate levied only 
on the proprietors. If any of these 
duties be neglected, injured persons can 
appeal to the Board of Works, who 
would immediately take cognisance of the 
matter. Electors can also make their 
wishes felt on the occasion of the 
periodical elections of the trustees. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899—Appointment of the Chair- 
men of the Commissions. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): To ask the Chairman of Ways and 
Means under what system the Chairmen 
of the Commissions appointed under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, are selected; whether there is 
any rule requiring the appointment of a 
Member of the Upper House as Chairman ; 
and whether there is any instance of 
Members of both Houses sitting upon a, 
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Commission when a Member of the House 
of Commons has been Chairman of the 
Commission. 


(Answered by Mr. J. W. Lowther.) The 
system under which the Chairmen of the 
Commissions appointed under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
are chosen is that of alternative selection 
from the two Houses of Parliament, 
so far as circumstances permit. There 
is no rule requiring the appointment 
of a Member of the Upper House as Chair- 
man, nor is there any rule requiring 
the appointment of a Member of the 
Lower House. In 1903 a Member 
of the House of Commons was the 
Chairman of a Commission composed 
of two Peers and two Members of the 
House of Commons. Out of the thirteen 
Commissions which have been appointed 
since the Act came into force six Chair- 
men have been appointed from the House 
of Lords, six from the House of Commons, 
and one from the extra-Parliamentary 
Panel. 


Weights and Measures—Universal 
Recognition of Stamping. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade whether a scale duly stamped in 
one English county must be recognised 
being properly stamped by the 
Inspector of Weights and Measures in 
another English county. 


as 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) A 
weighing instrument, stamped by an 
Inspector of Weights and Measures, need 
not be restamped because it is used in a 
district other than that in which it was 
originally stamped. 


Hours of Men Employed in Manipulation 
of Traffic. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade if he will 
call for a Return of hours worked over 
twelve per day by men employed in the 
manipulation of traffic, similar to the 
Return obtained for October, 1903 ; and 
if he will take steps to get it issued in 
less time than the last one. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Yes, 
Sir, a Return for last March will be 
called for and issued as soon as possible. 
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Convictions for Drunkenness. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he will state the number 
of persons who were convicted as guilty 
of drunk and disorderly conduct in 
England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales 
respectively, in each of the vears ending 
December 3lst, 1901, 1902, 1903, and 
1904; how many were convicted in each 
of the first two years on summons for 
being drunk and in-apable, and during 
last two years after summons or arrest 
for the same offence in the respective 
countries for the same years; how many 
during the last two years were convicted 
for being drunk, and not necessarily 
incapable, whilst having charge of a 
child; how many persons convicted of 
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drunkenness were ordered to give security 
for good behaviour; and how many 
persons obtained protection against 
husband or wife who was an_ habitual 


drunkard. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Tam sorry that I cannot give 
separately the figures mentioned in the 
first three heids of the Question. The 
statutes creating offences of the nature 
of drunkenness are numerous, and it is 
necessary in the Judicial Statistics and 
in the Returns on which these statistics 
are based to group them together under 
one head. The total number of con- 
vict‘ons coming under the head of 
drunkenness for the three years 1901, 
1962, and 1903 are as follows :— 


























| 1901. 1902. 1903. 
=— 
| 
Arrested and convicted et. 127,011 128,697 155,349 
Summoned and convicted - - 62,339 60,900 54,036 
Total convicted - | 189,350 189,597 209,385 
The figures for 1904 are not yet) pilots belonging to the port of Wick; 


available. The number of persons con- 
victed of drunkenness who were orJered 
to enter into recognisances in 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 were 821, 949, and 1,950 re- 
spe-tively, In 1903 there were 437 
separation orders granted to husbands 
of habitual drunkards «nd 281 to wives. 
The figures given above relate to England 
and Wales. For figures relating to 
Scotland and Ireland (where the statutes 
differ from those in force in England and 
also to some extent the practice of the 
Courts), the hon, Member should apply 
to the Scottish Office and to the Irish 
Government. 


Rewards for Information 


of Illegal 
Trawling. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Lord-Advocate whether he is aware that 
on March 17th the foreign master of the 
trawler “ Apollo” was convicted of illegal 
trawling in the Sheriff Court at Wick, 
when a fine of £75 was imposed, the 
detection which resulted in this con- 
viction having been made by certain 


and whether he is prepared to recommend 
in such cases that private p-rsons, through 
whose instrumentality convictions are 
obtained, should be suitably rewarded. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) On 
13th ultimo the “ Apollo” was observed 
by the Harbour Master and others 
trawling so close to the land as to leave 
no doubt that it was within the three- 
mile limit. Some pilots, who were 
leaving the harbour, were asked to 
ascertain the name and number of the 
“ Apollo,” and did so, thus aiding in the 
detection of the offending vessel. The 
master pled guilty, no witnesses being 
examined; and there is no fund from 
which any payments, as suggested, could 
be made. 


Illegal Trawling by British Trawl Boats 
sailing under Foreign Flags. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask Mr. 
Attorney-‘enera! whether he is aware 
that, on March 13th, a so-c.lled fcreign 
“ Apollo,” 





trawler, named the was 
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detected by pilots belongirg to the port 
of Wick trawling within two miles of 
Wick; that the flag captain of the 
“ Apollo” was tried in Wick Sheriff Court 
on March 17th, when he pleaded guilty 
and was fined £75, which he paid; that 
the flag captain was a foreigner, while 
all the crew and the sailing master were 
English, and that the “ Apollo,” although 
given out as belonging to Norway, was 
built in England and is betieved to be a 
Grimsby trawler; and whether, in view 
of these fa ts, he will now consider what 
steps should be taken to put an end to 
illegal trawling by British trawl-boats 
sailing under foreign flag:. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 
cannot regard it as accurate to describe 
these vessels as British trawl-boats | 
sailing under foreign fligs, but the cir- 
cumstances giving rise to the Quest on 
are under consideration by the Law 
Officers of the Crown. 


Sugar Duties. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
his recent statement of the average 
duties received f:om sugar includes the 
duty on molasses ; and if not, whether he 
will state for the same periods the 
average duty received per hundredweight 
of sugar and molasses taken together. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The recent statement referred to sugar 
only. The average gross rate of duty 
reccived on sugar and molasses in each | 
financial year since the reimposition of 
the Sugar Duty up to March 3lst, 1904, 
and in the eleven months up to February 
28th, 1905, is as follows :—Financial year 
ended March 3lst, 1902, the cwt., 
3s. 10°10d. ; Financial year ended March 
31st, 1903, the ewt., 3s. 9°04d.; Financial 
year ended March 31st, 1904, the cwt., 
3s. 10°80d. ; Eleven months ended Febru- 
ary 28th, 1905, the ewt., 3s, 11°18d. 


Vaccination Fees in Ireland and Scotland. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of , 
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Treland if he can say what has been the 
cost to Ireland and Scotland, respectively, 
for vaccination fees since the year 1845. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
total amounts of fees paid in Ireland to 
March 31st, 1904, was £381,643. I have 
no information as to the amount of fees 
paid in Scotland. 


Payment for Teaching of Music and 
Singing at Killultagh National School. 
Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
workmistress of Killultigh National 
School, Roll No. 8,057, Circuit 8, Section 
B, was requested in 1900 by Inspector 
O’Connor to teich music and singing to 
the pupils, and that she has performed 
this work for five veirs without having 
received remuneration; and whetner he 
will explain why applic itions received by 
the Board on this teacher’s behalf, 
pointing out the extra work and asking 


for consideration, have not been acceded 


to. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
inspector states that he did not request 
the workmistress to teach music and 
singing, but thit he may have suggested 
the desirability of her doing so during the 
hours which she was required to devote 
to the general work of the school, provided 
that she were willing and the manager 
approved. The Commissioners informed 
the manager, so far back as 1901, that he 
was at liberty to so employ the work- 
mistress during her ordinary hours, but 
thit no extra remuneration could be 
allowed for this service. 


Salary of Teacher of School Roll No. 5094. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland why the equivalent grant, in 
lieu of results fees, paid to the teacher 


of Roll No, 5094 national school for the 


year ended May 31st, 1900, was not based 
on the amou it earned the previous year 
by Mr. M‘Carthy, instead of having it 
based on amounts earned by his prede- 
cessor; why his consolidated salary was 








lil 


reduced from £87 to £74 per annum; and | 
whether this case will be again considered | 
by the resident Commissioner. 





Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
grant in this and similar cases is based | 
on the average results fees earned in the 
school in the preceding three years. Mr. 
M‘Carthy’s consolidated income, which 
amounted to £85, and not £87 as stated, 
was divided into salary £74, and residual 
Capitation grant £11. His income, there- 
fore, was not reduced. The case has 
already been fully considered. 


Extent of Coast Line of Irish Congested 
Districts. 

Str THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will give the extent of 
the coast line of the congested districts 
in Treland, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
extent of the coast line, including islands, 
is estimated to be approximately 1,000 
miles. 


Salaries of Irish National School Teachers, 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
S.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that students who were in the 
Irish training colleges at the time of the 
abolition of the results system, and who 
are now engaged as principal teachers, 
are losing from £10 to £80 per annum, 
according to the size of their schcols; 
and whether, in view of the effect of this 
on the training colleges, inasmuch as 
students are reluctant to enter the service 
of the Board under the present scale of 
salaries, he will invite the Commissioners 
to reconsider the whole question of the | 
salaries of Irish national teachers. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
the case of teachers already in the service 
who were in training in 1900, when the 
new system of payments came into 
operation, any promotion in classification 
which they received as the result of their 
training and which would have involved 
an increase in salary under the old regu- | 
lations was considered when fixing their 
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initial incomes under the new regulations. 
The new incomes are capable of increases, 


within the limits of the scales, by incre- 


ments of good service salary and by 
promotion in grade, and though there 
may be cases in which principal teachers 


‘are actually receiving less incomes than 


they might have received under the old 
regulations, yet, when it is considered 
that their incomes under the old regula- 
tions were liable to grave fluctuations 
owing to the system of payment by results 
and that their new incomes are not so 
liable to fluctuation and are of a pro- 
gressive character, the position of the 
teachers as a body is better under the 
new regulations than under the old, The 
Commissioners have no evidence that the 
falling off in the number of men candi- 
dates for training colleges last year was 
directly attributable to the new system 
of salaries, and this year there has been 
an all round increase in the number of 
men candidates seeking admission to these 
institutions. 


The Island of Innisglora, 
Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To 


/ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Treland if the Congested 
Districts Board or the Estates Commis- 
sioners have taken any steps to purchase 
the Island of Innisglora, Belmullet Union, 
county Mayo, which property is under the 
control of the Court of Chancery; and, 
if not, seeing that the present grazing 
tenants are willing to surrender, they will 
take such steps with a view to the en- 
largement of holdings and the reinstate- 


; ment of evicted tenxnts. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply to this Question is in the negative. 
This island, of which the Poor Law 
valuation is but £8 5s., isstated to consist 
chiefly of sandy wastes, and it has no 
permanent residents. 


Constable on Licensed Premises after 
Hours at Gortmelia. 

Mr. O’KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland if he is aware that the atten- 
tion of the Inspector-General of the 


Royal Irish Constabulary has been called 
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to the presence, after hours, of a constable 
of the force in the Belmullet district in 
the licensed premises of a publican at 
Gortmelia, Belmullet Union, on February 
Ist, 1904; and whether he can say if the 
Inspector-General intends to take any 
action in the matter. 


Questions. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The. 


Inspector-General has recently received a 
complaint to the effect mentioned, and is 
inquiring into the matter. 


Prosecution of Vendors of Irish Salt 
Firkin Butter containing over 16 per 
cent. of Water. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will state the number of 
prosecutions there have been in Ireland 
within the past two years against vendors 
of Irish salt firkin butter on account of 
it containing over 16 per cent. of water; 
how many of these cases have been dis- 
missed, and on what grounds; what has 
been the percentage of water in the 
butter in these cases; and if he will also 
state the percentage of water in butter in 
the cases in which convictions have been 
obtained, and the number of convictions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 


informatioa will take some time to collect 


and tabulate, but, if 1 can procure it, I | 


will communicate it to the hon. Member. 
It appears to the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction that 
the results of the analyses of samples of 
salt firkin butter taken by the inspectors 
are of far greater importance than returns 
of convictions and dismissals, some of the 
latter no doubt on technical grounds. 
1,118 samples of firkin butter were taken 
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These facts show how small is the number 
of cases in which the water in the butter 
exceeds the 16 per cent. limit prescribed 
by the regulations under Sections 4 and 
24 of The Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1899, which are in force both in Great 
Britain and Ireland. 


Mr. M. Halpin, of Carricksherry 
National School. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
inspector and manager of Mr. M. Halpin, 
of Carricksherry National School, 
Ardagh, county Limerick, recommended 
him for promotion; whether his case 
was considered after those letters of 
recommendation reached the office; and 
whether, in view of this man’s length of 
efficient service, steps will be taken to 
have him promoted. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Mr. 
Halpin was not recommended for pro- 
motion by the senior inspector in 1903. 
The manager wrote urging Mr. Halpin’s 
claims, and the case was referred to the 
senios inspector for a special report, but 
he still found himself unable to recom- 
mend the teacher's promotion. When 
the promotion of teachers for 1904 came 
under consideration, Mr. Halpin was 
recommended by the senior inspector, 


but the reports on his school were not of 


for analysis by the local food inspectors | 


in the following counties: Clare, Galway, 
Kerry, Limerick, Tipperary (N.R.), and 
Tipperary (S.R.), between May L5th, 1902, 
(the date on which the Sale of Butter 
(Ireland) Regulations, 1902, came into 
operation) and December 3lst, 1904. 
Of these samples, 1,022 were found 
to contain not more than 16 per cent. of 
water, and 60 to contain over 16 and 
not more than 20 per cent. of water. 
In the remaining samples, 36, the pro- 
portion of water exceeded 20 per cent. 


a sufficiently favourable character to 
warrant his promotion. The report of 
the annual inspection held on December 
13th, 1904, has now been received, and 
the case of Mr. Halpin will again be 
considered by the Commissioners. 


Grades of Irish National School Teachers. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secrétary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
the various grades into which national 
teachers in Ireland are now divided, the 
number in each grade, and the salary 
and pension of each grade. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
grades into which national school 
| teachers are divided, the numbers in 


| 
‘each grade on 31st December, 1904, and 
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the standard annual salaries (exclusive 
of residual capitation grant, payment for 


Questions, 
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extra branches, and for evening schools) 
are as follows :— 








Grade. No. Salaries. 
| 
Principal Teachers— | 
First Grade, First Division : - 490 | Men £139 to £175. 
| Women £114 to £141. 
First Grade, Second Division - — - 733 | Men £117 to £127. 
| Women £97 to £105, 
Second Grade - - - - - 2,474 Men £87 to £107. 


Third Grade - - = 3 = 


Assistant Teachers - - - - 


Women £73 to £89. 


4,575 Men £56 to £77. 
Women £44 to £65. 


4,009 * 








*Assistant Teachers receive third grade salary, with an added bonus of £9 for men and £7 10s. 
for women, after five years service, if the assistant be trained or classed higher than third class. 


The rules touching the _ relations 
between the grading of teachers and 
their pension rights are at present under 
revision. 


Saving on Office of Irish Board of 
Agriculture. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 


Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state, under suitable heads, the 
amount of saving on the office for the 
Irish Agricultural Department for the 
year 1904-5. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
information is not yet available. It will 
appear in due course in the appropriation 
account of the Department for the year 
mentioned. 


Berridge Estate, Connemara. 

Mr. O’MALLEY (Galway, Connemara): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Berridge Estate, Connemara, has been 
offered to the Congested Districts Board 
for purchase ; and, if so, if he will state 
the terms demanded by the landlord, and 
say whether the Congested Districts 


Board has declined to purchase this 
estate; and, if so, will he state upon 
what grounds. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
proposal to sell this estate to the Board 
was made last year and was declined. I 
cannot disclose the price asked by the 
owner, The Board considered that they 
could not by the purchase and resale of 
the estate confer any substantial advan- 
tages on the tenants, seeing that there 
was no agricultural land available for 
the enlargement of small holdings, and 
that the holdings generally were well 
arranged. There appeared to be nothing 
to prevent the owner from selling direct 
to the tenants. 


Winding up of Ballygawley (County 
Tyrone) Loan Fund. 

Me. T. W. RUSSELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland upon what date it was ordered 
that the Ballygawley (county Tyrone) 
Loan Fund should be wound up; what 
was the amount due by borrowers when 
the winding up order was made; the 
amount due at the present time; and if 
any balance-sheet has been issued to the 
debenture holders, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I am 
informed that, technically speaking, no 
order for the winding up of this loan 
fund has been made. But, in a con- 
solidated suit at the instance of two 
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debenture holders, the Chancerv Division 
made an order, dated 22nd November, 
1899, appointing a receiver over the 
fund. 
amount due by the fund to debenture 
holders was £1,437 8s. 4d., and the 


Questions. 


was £1,282 2s. The receiver has since 
received £468 19s. 10d., out of which he 
has been allowed costs of the suits, 
commission, and other expenses. The 
net balance, amounting to £137 14s. 6d., 
has, by order of the Court dated 16th 
January, 1905, been paid over to the 
Loin Fund Board, who have retained it 
pending legal advice as to its disposal. 
The books of the fund are in the hands 
of the receiver, and the Board have no 
information as to the amount still due 
by borrowers save in so far as may be 
inferred from the figures already men- 
tioned. The Board are not aware 
whether a balance-sheet has been or 
will be issued by the receiver to the 
debenture holders. 


Permission to Somevere New Service 
ifle. 


Str EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
permission to private firms to manufac- 
ture on payment of royalty the new 
service rifle has been refused; and 
whether he is aware that such refusal 
has resulted in the transfer of important 
orders from England to Germany. 


(Answered ty Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Permission has not been 
granted to private manufacturers to use 
for sale the Government patents em- 
bodied in the new service rifle. The 
reply to the second part of the Question 
is in the negative. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Admiralty Surgeon at Belmullet. 
Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state the professional qualifications 


of the surgeon to the Admiralty at. 


Belmullet; what previous experience in 
the practice of his profession he had, and 
where, before his appointment; the 
reasons which caused the Admiralty to 
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On 19th September, 1899, the | 


‘lady inspector 
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consider the appointment of Dr. Studdert 
more suitable than that of Dr. MacHale; 
the total sum in fees received by Dr. 
Studdert during his first twelve months 


/as surgeon; and the total sum in fees 
'Teceived by Dr. Lavan in his last twelve 
amount due to the fund by borrowers | 


months in that position. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PreryMan, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The professional qualifications 
of the Admiralty surgeon and agent at 
Belmullet are:—Lic. Lic. Midwif. R. 
Coll. Phys., [reland, Lic. Lic. Midwif. R. 
Coll. Surg., Ireland. He had had previous 
experience at High Wycombe and Shef- 
field, and was recommended by the local 
divisional officer, alter careful inquiry, 
as being the most desirable candidate. 
The total sum in fees received by Dr. 
Studdert during his first twelve months 
as surgeon and agent was £178; and th 
total sum in fees received by Dr. Lavan 
in his last twelve months in that position 
was £140 2s. 6d. 


Army Clothing Factory -Report of 
Principal Lady Inspector. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether he can inform the House how it 
was that at the time of the debate on the 
Army Clothing Vote he had not seen the 
Report on the Army Clothing Factory by 
the principal Lady Inspector of Factories 
under the Home Office, which had been 
seen by private Members on the Govern- 
ment side of the House; and whether he 
had applied for it in view of the debate. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BroMLey Daven: 
port, Cheshire, Macclestield): I did not 
see the Report because it was not sent 
to me, nor, as far as I am aware, to any- 
one else. I understand that the Report 
is not yet complete, and the Home Office 
is waiting for a further Report from their 
before communicating 
with the War Department, in accordance 
with their usual practice. Iam informed 
that the Reports of factory inspectors 
are confidential. and it is not the practice 
ot the Home Oifice to send the actual 
Reports to the War Office or to any 
Department or individual outside the 
Home Office. I am not aware that the 
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Report referred to had been, or has been, | 
seen either by private Members on the | 
Government side or by the right hon. 
Baronet, as is suggested, and I have no 
knowledge as to how the right hon. 
Baronet or the private Members to whom 
he refers, but does not name, obtained 
possession of, or access to, i1t—if they 
actually did so, As I was not aware of 
the existence of the Report I did not 
apply for it in view of the debate on the 
Army Clothing Vote. 


Questions. 


The Jam Contracts for South Africa. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been called 
to the statement on page 258 of the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General to the effect that 337,704 lbs. of 
jam were written off on account of 
shortage in the Durban supply account 
for July, 1903, and to the statement on 
the same page that on April 26th, 1904, 
the Auditor-General wrote to the War 
Office for information respecting the 
contracts under which the jam was sup- 
plied; and whether he will say why 
nearly a year was allowed to elapse before 
the War Office gave any explanation of 
this incident, which arose twenty months 
ago from the writing off on account of 
supposed shortage in supply. 


Mr. BROMLEY, DAVENPORT: Will 
the hon, Member kindly refer to the reply 
to a similar Question put by the hon. 
Gentleman the senior Member for 
Northampton on March 22nd.f 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I remember that . 
Answer perfectly. It is not a reply to, 
this Question. Why was nearly a year 
allowed to elapse before the War Office 
gave an explanation of the incident which 
arose twenty months ago ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
expressed regret for the delay and 
explained it was caused by the necessity 
of getting answers from South Africa ang 
from the Agents-General of the Colonies 
concerned. 
delay. 


| See (4) Debates, exliii,. 735. 
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Army Chaplains in Ireland. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he will 
explain why clergymen of the Church of 
Kngland are appointed Army chaplains at 
the garrisonchurches in Dublin and other 
parts of Ireland in preference to clergymen 
of the Church of Ireland; and will he 
take care in making future appointments 
that they shall be given to qualified clergy - 
men of the Church of Ireland. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): Is not 
the hon. Member aware that the Church 
of Ireland has been disestablished and no 
longer exists ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
ought not to make these little interrup- 
tions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forsver, Belfast, 8.): 
There are only three stations in Treland 
where the local clergy do not officiate, 
viz: Dublin, Curragh, and Cork, in each 
of which large numbers of t:oops, not 
necessarily Irish, are quartered. Tue 
proportion of clergy of the Church of 
Ireland among the commissioned chap- 
lains is large, and some of these chaplains 
are now serving in Ireland. I regret that 
Tam unable to adopt the suggestion of 
the hon. Member to contine the postings 
of Army chaplains in Ireland to clergy- 
men of the Church of Ireland. 


Army Wastage. 

*CoOLONEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will state the numbers, exclusive of 
officers, of the Regular Army, borne on 
the Home and Colonial establishment, 
who, during the twelve months ending 
September 30th, 1904, or any more con- 
venient day that year, were struck off 
the rolls in consequence of desertion, 
discharge for probable ineffectiveness, or 
for misconduct, invaliding, or death; and 
whether he can approximately calculate 
the -money loss this wastage cost the 
United Kingdom, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The wast- 


-age during the year ending 30th Sep- 
‘tember, 1904, was as follows :—Deserters 
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(less deserters rejoined), 1,244; dis- Regular Army from the Volunteer force 
charged as not likely to become efficient, in each of the last four years. 
1,373; discharged for misconduct, 3,530 ; , 
invalided, 3,900; died, 901. ‘otal, Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
10,948. To calculate the exact loss in- figures are as follows :— 
volved would entail great labour, and I 1901. 1902. 1903. 1904. 
an not prepared to give approximate abraham - oo 2,508 — — 
. ¢ . emit : aiting Companies 22 — _- — 
figures which would be misleading. metal Yoomey 3 Lk 
Others - - 4,454 3,249 2,577 3,064 
Belfast District Army Forage Contracts. ie) Teme eae one 
ata iia Total - 13,705 6,921 2,577 3, 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : i i id arene 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
on what grounds were the we racts for the Reservists and Re enlistment. 
supply of forage for all military stations @opoxen WYNDHAM MURRAY 


in the Belfast district, including Belfast, 
\thlone, Dundalk, and Belturbet, given 
to one Belfast company, Cullen, Allen & 
(‘o,, at prices amounting in some cases to 
35 per cent. higher than various traders 
who had each of them at different times 
discharged forage contracts with satis- 
faction and had tendered for these con- 
tracts; whether the fact of these tenders 
at lower quotations than the quotations 
of Cullen, Allen & Co., was reported to 
and known to the War Office authorities 
when those authorities give their sanction 
and « pproval to these contracts ; whether, 
although the business arising from the 
Belfast contracts is conducted by the 
staff of Messrs. Cullen & Allen, the 
work of the other contracts has been 
intrusted by that firm to agents, some of 
whom had tendered for these contracts 
to the military authorities at Belfast, 
and what explanation, if any, has the 
War Office to offer of this transaction. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In two 
cases this firm made the lowest tender, 
and in the two other cases the lowest 
tenderers were unsatisfactory, and Cullen, 
Allen & Co., who were the lowest satis- 
factory tenderers, were accepted. ‘The 
reply to the second part of the Question 
is in the affirmative. As regards the 
last part of the Question, there is only 
one station at which one of the agents 
of this firm had himself been «a tenderer, 
and for this station Messrs. Cullen, Allen 
& Co.’s tender wa; the lowest. 


Transfers from the Volunteers to the 
egular Army. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War how many men have joined the- 


(Bath): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been called to cases of soldiers of the 
Army Reserve making false statements 
that they have not served before, with a 
view of being attested as recruits for the 
Regular Army; and whether, in view of 
the number of unemployed men in the 
Army Reserve, he will say what military 
or other objection exists to the re-enlist- 
ment of such men in the Regular Army, 
if they have passed to the Re-erve with 
good characters, and desire to return to 
the Regular ranks, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am not 
aware that the number of cases of Re- 
servists endeavouring to rejoin the colours 
by making false statements is large. 
Last year only fifty-four cases occurred of 
men being relegated to the Reserve for 
false answer on attestation. The general 
principle of maintaining a Reserve does 
not admit of a general permission to men 
of good character to return, and applica- 
tions are generally refused. 


Rock of Gibraltar—Inspection by 
Distinguished Foreigners, 

Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he will explain why every facility is given 
to distinguished foreigners to view the 
Rock of Gibraltar and its fortifications, 
while British naval officers are only 
allowed the same facilities as those 
extended to ordinary strangers, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The re- 
sponsibility for ensuring the secrecy of 
works of defence is vested in the General 
Officer Commanding on the spot. I do 
not propose in any way to question the 
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discretion of the General Cfficer Com- 
manding the fortress of Gibraltar. 


Questions. 


Royal Garrison Artillery Volunteers. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he proposes to reduce the Royal 
Garrison Artillery Volunteers; if so, what 
units he proposes to reduce or to abolish; 
and on what grounds some will be 
reduced or abolished and others retained. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The re- 
duction in the Volunteers which has been 
decided upon will extend to the Royal 
Garrison Artillery Volunteers, but Tam 
not prepared at present to state exactly 
how it will take effect, 


War Office Land Purchase in County 

onegal. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ak the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been directed 
to a Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General upon the account pre- 
pared under the provisions of the Military 
Works Acts, 1897, 1899, 1901, and 1903, 
in which it is stated that the charge 
under Head I., Defence Works, on page 
3 of the account, includes a sum of 
£2,040, paid into the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in Ireland, in respect of the 
piece of land compulsorily ucquired by 
the War Department which was valued 
on behalf of the War Office at £30, an 
amount which the Irish Valuation Com- 
missioners considered to be fair and 
reasonable; where is this land situate; 
who is the owner ; what was the necessity 
for proceedings under the Defence Act of 
1860 to compel him to sell th'sland; and 
whether the War Office authorities have 
any explanation to make with reference 
to the comment of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General that similar cases, in 
each of which the account has been 
largely in excess of the valuation, had 
come under the notice of his Department 
in the examination of the Account, 
1904-5. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: My 
attention has been drawn to this case. 
The land is at Ned Point, Buncrana, 
county Donegal. The person whoclaims 
the land, a Mr. Richardson, asked for 
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£8,000, and as this was deemed very ex- 
cessive and the ste was essential for 
defence works, it became necessary to 
resort to compulsory purchase, under 
which a sum of £2,040 was ultimately 
awarded. Mr. Richardson has, however, 
been hitherto unable to prove his title. 
It is the case that the sums paid under 
compulsory purchase in Ireland are 
largely in excess of the valuation, and in 
this respect the Military Lands Acts have 
proved very unsatisfactory. 


Employment of Women in Bombay 
Drinking Bars. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
reprisentations have been made to the 
Covernment of Bombay deploring the 
growth of the drinking habits of the 
people, and urging the passing of legisla- 
tion prohibiting the employment of 
women in drinking bars; and whether, in 
view of these representations, the Govern- 
ment of Bombay are now prepared to 
introduce legislation in order to make the 
law in this respect uniform with that in 
force in Bengal and Burma. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) : IT am aware that a resolution on 
the subject was passed by a Temperance 
Congress held in Bombay at the end of 
last year, and was submitted to the 
Government of Bombay. I have as’ er- 
tained that that Government see no 
reason to alter their view; that the 
neces ary control can be exercised by 
r fusing licences, and that specific pro- 
hibition by low is unnecessary. 


Sale of Intoxicants to Children in 
ombay. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the Government of Bombay has 
received memorials in favour of the 
prohibition by law of the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors to children under fourteen 
years of age; and whether he can state 
the views of the Bombay Government 
upon this subject. 


Mr. BRODRICK: IT have ascertained 
that the Government of Bombay have 
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decided to introduce a clause in future 
licences prohibiting the sile of liquor to 
persons under fourteen years of age. 


Tibet—Colonel Younghusband’s 
Instructions. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the Viceroy at once communi- 
cated to Colonel Younghusband the 
telegrams of 27th June and 4th July last, 
from the Secretary of State, forbidding 
Colonel Younghusband to make to the 
Tibetans any suggestion as to the ap- 
pointment of a Resident at Lhasa, or 
to name any conditions without the 
sanction of the Secretary of State; and 
whether these telegrams were received by 
Colonel Younghusband before the de- 
cision was arrived at to proceed from 
(ryangtse to Lhasa. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The telegrams to 
which the hon. Member refers were 
communicated to Colonel Younghusband 


by the Viceroy by telegraph on the 
29th June and Sth July  respec- 
tively. I have therefore no doubt 


that they had been received by Colonel 
Younghusband before the 8th July, on 
which date it was decided, as will be 
seen from a reference to the Blue-book 
(page 28, Number 85) that the advance 
from Gyangtse to Lhasa should be no 
longer delayed. 


The Late Lord Salisbury and Colonial 
Trade Preference. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he 
will lay upon the Table the reply of the 
late Marquess of Salisbury, when Prime 
Minister and Secretary of State, to the 
deputation on June 19th, 1891, of the 
United Empire Trade League, with regard 
to the treaties preventing the adoption 
of preferential trade within the Empire, 
and the despatches of 1897 to His 
Majesty’s representatives at Berlin and 
Brussels, directing them to denounce 
these treaties as injurious to British 
trade. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, S.): The despatches 
alluded to were laid in 1897 (‘‘ Commer- 
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cial No. 7”). Lord Salisbury’s reply was 
reported at length in T'he Times of June 
20th, 1891, and I know of no precedent 
for laying an unofficial report of a speech 
as a Parliamentary Paper. 


Questions. 


Wages in the Post Office—Tracing Staff's 
Memorial. 

Carrain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether the memorial of the tracin: staff, 
Accountant - General’s Department, 
forwarded last November, is under con- 
sideration; and, having regard to th> 
fact that this class has only received one 
increase of 2s. per week in their maximum 
pay since its institution in 1875, whether 
he can give his favourable consideration 
to their case, in view of the findings of 
the Bradford Committee respecting the 
pay of the larger classes of postal 
employees and the late Postmaster- 
General’s promise to deal with the smaller 
classes, in the light of the standard set 
up by this Committee, 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SraNnLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The hon. Member will observe from the 
Memorandum which was furnished to the 
House a few days ago that the officers to 
whom he refers have now received an 
improvement of pay. 


Conscientious Objections to Vaccination. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, in view of the fact 
that magistrates throughout the country 
place different constructions on the term 
“conscientious objection,’ as defined in 
the Vaccination Act, 1898, cases having 
recently occurred in which a man, who 
had been granted a certificate of exemo- 
tion for one child, has been refused a 
certificate for another, although he has 
in each instance raised precisely the 
same conscientious objection to vace'na- 


‘tion, will he consider the expediency of 


so amending the Act as to remove the 
difficulty experienced by magistrates, 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): [ believe that 
there has been some divergency of 
practice amongst magistrates in this 
matter, but, as I think the hon. Member 
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some observations at the Birmingham 
Assizes in July last witha view to a 
more uniform administration of the law 
on the subject. In order to bring these 
observations under the notice of the 
magistrates throughout the country my 
right hon, friend the Home Secretary 
embodied them in a circular which he has 
issued to clerks to justices, and I trust 
that the result of this action will be 
to secure greater uniformity in the 
practice of magistrates under the enact- 
ment in question. It does not appear to 
me to be necessary to amend the law on 
the subject. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 


man aware that the circular sent out by | 


the Home Secretary has been absolutely 
useless, as in the case referred to in my 
Question ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 


aware of that. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the magistrates continue to entirely dis- 
regard the observations of the Lord Chief 
Justice ? Can nothing be done ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Only by 
altering the law, and I think that un- 
necessary, 


Underfed School Children. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether, in the event of his 
Department deciding to send a circular 
to the London boards of guardians 
calling their attention to the necessity of 
granting to teachers of elementary schools 
sufficient food or money to enable them 
to deal with children who were in need 
of food, he will arrange to take such 
steps as miy be necessary to make the 
cost of such relief a legal charge upon the 
Metropolitan Common Poor Fund. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The object 
which the hon. Member has in view could 
only be effected by legislation, and [ could 
not give any promise to introduce a Rill | 
on the subject. 
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Mr. CROOKS: Then will no circular 
be issued 2 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Duties of Relieving Officers towards 
Underfed Children. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): T beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether it 
is not the duty of a relieving officer, in 
ease a teacher informs him that a child 
under such teacher’s care is destitute of 
necessary food, to inquire into the ease, 
and if the relieving officer finds the state- 
ment to be crrrect to give the necessary 
relief; whether the Local Government 
Board did not, in 1896, issue to relieving 
officers extracts from the general Orders 
issued by the Board and its predecessors 
relating to the duties of such officers; 
whether such extracts contained any 
information, and, if so, what, as to their 
duties with regard to children destitute 
of necessary food Whose — behalf 
teachers made application for relief ; and 
if they did not contain such information 
would he either cause the circular con- 
taining such to be issued or indicate in 
what book, accessible to relieving officers, 
it can be found. 


on 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Orders 
provide that it shall be the duty ofa 
relieving oflicer to receive all applications 
for relief made to him within his district 
or relating to any parish within his 
district, and forthwith to examine into 
the circumstances of every case by visiting 
the home and making all necessary in- 
quiries, and to report the result of such 
inquiries to the guardians at their next 
ordinary meeting. The Orders also 
provide that it shall be his duty in every 
case of sudden or urgent necessity to 
afford such relief to the destitute person 
as may be requisite, provided that the 
same be not given in money. It would 
be incumbent on a relieving officer to act 
in accordance with these requirements if 


'appleation were made to him by a 


teacher for relief to a child under the 
teacher’s care who was destitute of 
necessary food. The extracts from the 
Orders issued to relieving oflicers in 1896 
contained the provisions to which I have 
alluded; but the Orders do not refer 
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specifically to cases of the kind mentioned 


Questions. 


in the Question. My hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Board of Education and 
T have been in communication with regard 
to such cases, and [ am now considering 
whether any further steps should be 
taken in connection with them and a 
circular be issued on the subject. 


Mer. KETR HARDIE (Merthyr 'I'ydvil: 
Will the Department also consider the 
advisability of recommending boards of 
guardians to make grants to education 
authorities to meet these cases ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
hardly arises out of the Question on the 
Paper. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Will steps be taken to secure that 
parents able to pay are either compelled 
to do so or made paupers ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is 
one of the matters under consideration. 


Education Department and Underfed 
School Children. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether he has consulted the President 
of the Local Government Board with 
respect to the extent to which boards 
of guardians may assist local education 
authorities in the work of providing 
food for children in attendance at 
public elementary schools suffering from 
want of proper food; what the result of 
his consultation, if any, has been; and 
whether he is now in a position to issue, 
on behalf of the Board of Education, any 
circular of suggestions as to the course to 
be adopted by elementary school teachers 
who may find children hungry and ill-fed 
under their charge. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDU- 
CATION (Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford 
University): I am still in communication 
with the Local Government Board, and 
have every hope that it will shortly be 
possible to issue a circular of suggestions 
on the subject in question. 


Brompton (Yorks) School Headmastership. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
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tion whether his attention has been 
called to the letter dated March 8th, 1905, 
of the Rev. F. O. Chambers, Brompton 
Vicarage, R.5.O., Yorks, to an applicant 
for the headmastership of the non- 
provided school in the parish, in 
which the reverend gentleman says the 
managers will give the preference to any 
candidate both able and willing to help 
on Sunday with a small organ in church 
and to teach the choir hymns, and to 
the further communication of the rever- 
end gentleman that they, the managers, 
have no use for a bigot or a Protestant ; 
whether these communications constitute 
a breach of the Board of Education’s 
Code of Regulations; and, if so, whether 
he will communicate with the North 
Riding County Council on the matter. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: I understand 
that the local education authority have 
not yet consented to the appointment to 
the headmastership of the candidate 
proposed by the managers, and that they 
have the facts of the case fully before 
them. Under the circumstances no 
action by the Board appears to be 
needed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Do not these 
communications constitute a breach of 
the Education Code Regulations ? 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: If they are 


‘made absolute conditions to the appoint- 


ment they do, butif they are merely held 
out as inducements to candidates they do 
not. 


Crown Lands. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury what is the total area of 
Crown land at present enclosed as 
woodland; how much of it is let for 
shooting; and from how much of it the 
public is altogether excluded. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The totalarea of 
Crown land in England and Wales under 
the management of the Commissioners 
of Woods at present enclosed as_wood- 
land is about 46,098 acres, of which about 
18,267 acres are let for shooting, whilst 
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the public is altogether excluded from | 
about 5,031 acres. 


Questions. 


Illegal Trawling in the Moray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether his attention has been 
directed to the resolution of a recent 
meeting of Moray Firth fishermen at 
Buckie with regard to the continued 
evasion of the by laws passed by the 
Fishery Board for Scotland closing the 
Moray Firth against trawlers, and pray- 
ing His Majesty’s Government to give 
effect without delay to the recommenda- 
tion of the Fishery Board that all ports 
in the United Kingdom should be closed 
against the landing of fish caught by 
trawlers in the Moray Firth; and, if so, 
will he state on what ground the Govern- 
ment fail to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland. 


*Tin LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
Answer to the first part of the hon. 
Member’s Question is in the affirmative. 
The Secretary for Scotland is in com- 
munication with other Departments of 
the Government concerned in this matter. 


Lisbellaw Petty Sessions—District 
Inspector Murnane. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): T beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General for [Ireland 
if he is aware that District Inspector 
Murnane, of Lisnaskea, when recently 
conducting cases for the Crown at the 
petty sessions in Lisbellaw, county Fer- 
manigh, said to the Court before thev 
decided the case under consideration 
that unless they gave judgment as he 
sought he would have a case stated for 
the King’s Bench, Dublin; and, if so, 
whether this interference with the magis- 
trates in the discharge of their duty re- 
ceived his sanction. ; 


The ATTORNEY - GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkixson, Londonderry, 
N.): District Inspector Murnane reports 
that he did not recently, or on any occa- 
sion, use the language attributed to him, 
or any language of the like purport or 
efiect. The district inspector, however, 
States that ina recent prosecution against 
a publican named McCreery for selling 
liquor to a drunken person, after the 
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justices, of whom the hon. Member was 
one, had erroneously dismissed the case 
on the grounds that the publican was not 
at the time of sale aware of the drunken- 
ness of the customer, and not before that 
decision was given, he, the district in- 
spector, served notices upon the justices 
requiring them to state a case to have 
this most important legal point deter- 
mined. Eight of the eleven justices who 
heard the case did their duty and stated 
a case. I believe the hon. Member re- 
fused to do so. [entirely approve of the 
action of the district imspector as re- 
ported by him to me. 


Irish Land Sale Agreements. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether, in the case of the 
creation of tenancies in farms for the 
purposes of sale to the son or other 
relative of the landlord, the agreement in 
the transaction sets forth the date of such 
tenancy ; and, if not, will a direction be 
given that for the purpose of preventing 
such sales the date of the creation of the 
tenancy must be given. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Estates Com 
missioners report that where the tenancy 
is described as a tenancy from year to 
year, it is their practice to ask for 
further particulars as to the date of 
its creation and for the production of the 
instrument, if any, creating it. These 
inquiries are made with particular care 
where the tenancy commenced  subse- 
quent to January Ist, 1901. 


Belfast Constabulary Doctor. 
Mr. SLOAN: TI beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland if he can state how many 
times members of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary in C District, Belfast, 


were obliged to call in doctors other 
than those appointed for the purpose ; 
had they to bear the expense of the 
treatment received; and, if so, will he 
direct inquiry to be made into the 
matter. ; 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. WautEer Lone, Bristol, 


_S.): During the past three years, twenty- 


seven members of the force in this 


district called in, at their own expense, 
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attendant. The Inspector - General’s 
attention has already been directed to 
this matter, and he is inquiring into it. 


Waveney School, Ballymena. 


Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Guy’s 
National School, Ballymena, was con- 
demned by the National Board as over- 
crowded and unsanitary; that the re- 
sidents opened the Waveney School to 
provide the necessary accommodation ; 
that, notwithstanding the fact that about 
100 pupils have been maintained for 
more than one year, the Board have 
refused repeated applications for a grant; 
and whether, in view of the fact that the 
Board has given a grant to Cloncore 
School, near Portadown, although there 
is a school under Protestant manage- 
ment in the same place capable of 
accommodating all the children in the 
locality, he will explain why the grant 
is made in the one case and refused in 
the other. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: — Guy’s 
National School has not been  con- 
demned, but the Governors are about 
to build a new school to supersede it. 
The Board have refused to recognise the 
Waveney School upon the grounds that 
the children in attendance have 
been withdrawn from other schools in 
which sufficient accommodation already 
existed, and that the premises are both 
unsuitable and insanitary. The case of 
Cloncore School is not analogous. The 
Commissioners decide each case on its 
merits. 


Strandtown National School, Belfast. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland what was the average attendance 
at Strandtown Navional School, Belfast, 
during the year 1904; what number of 
pupils is accommodation provided for, 
allowing ten square feet for each pupil; 
when did the National Board’s inspector 
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can borrow money from the Board of 
Public Works, he will refuse to continue 
a grant to this school if the manager 
refuses to provide suitable accommoda- 
tion for the children attending. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The average 
attendance was 305, and the number for 
which accommodation exists is 224. The 
inspector first reported overcrowding in 
September, 1904, and the Commissioners 
directed the attention of the manager to 
the matter in October, 1904. The 
manager has since taken steps to reduce 
the number of pupils in attendance. 
The Commissioners will consider the 
question of continuing the grants when 
they have received the returns for the 
past quarter. 


Evicted Tenants in County Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: TL beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many evicted 
tenants in county Kerry have sent in 
claims for reinstatement to their farms, 
and how many have been reinstated 
since the passage of the Land Act of 
1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 410 applica- 
tions have been received, and nineteen 
evicted tenants have been, or are in 
process of being, reinstated. 


Mahon, Ballydonlon. Estate. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state if 
Mr. Rothwell, petty sessions clerk of Bal- 
linasloe, is to get any portion of the 
Mahon, Ballydonlon, Estate, purchased 
by the Estates Commissioners, in view of 
the'fact that he does not live near the 
estate, and that he has more than one 
farm elsewhere. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have already 
informed the hon. Member that this 


estate has been purchased by, and vested 


in, the tenants, of whom Mr. Rothwell is 


| not one, 


first report on overcrowding in regard to | 


this school; and how often has the 
Board directed the attention of the 


manager to the necessity of providing | 


additional accommodation; and whether, 
in view of the terms on which a manager 


Mr. ROCHE: This is the fourth time 
this Question has appeared on the Paper. 
Cannot the right hon. Gentleman say if 
Mr. Rothwell is to have any of this 
| land ¢ 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I can only 
give the answer I have received from the 
Commissioners. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, S.): Is he 
going to get any of the untenanted land 
on this estate ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: How can I 
possibly say what is to become of the land 
after it has been vested in the tenants 2 


Mr. KILBRIDE: The Question speeifi- 
cally asks if Mr. Rothwell is going to get 
any of the land. 


Mr. SPEAKER: And it has been 
answered. The right hoa. Gentleman 
says he is not in a position to say whether 
he will get any of the land. 


Mr. ROCHE: Then he ought to be in 
a position to say. 


Alleged United Irish League Outrage at 
emplemore. 

Mr, LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Treland whether he 
has received reports of an attack upon the 
residence of Mr. George Thompson, of 
Barnane House, Templemore, county 
Tipperary, on the night of February 21st 
last; and, if so, what steps have been 
taken to bring the offenders to justice ; 
and whether, in view of the treatment 
accorded for three years past to Mr. 
George Thompson and his brother, with 
their families, at the instance of the 
United Irish League, because they refuse 
to yield possession of Jands which have 
been held by the family for fifty-five 
years, he will take mea:ures to afford 
protection to these people, so as to pre- 
vent any recurrence of the recent attack. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the _ hon. 
Gentleman never heard of stones being 
thrown in Armagh 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Two stones 
were thrown at the house of Mr. Thomp- 
son on the night mentioned, one of which 
entered the window of an unoccupied 
room. The case has been closely investi- 
gated by the police, but so far they have 
been unable to trace the offender. All 


necessary measures, [ am assured, have 
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been taken by the responsible authorities 
to afford protection to the persons and 
properties of Mr. Thompson, his brother, 
and other members of their families. 


Questions. 


Irish Local Administration--Accounts 
Orders. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
proportion of cases of neglect of duty or 
of malappropriition of property on the 
part of local officers has been greater in 
Treland than in England and Scotland ; 
and whether, in the case of members of 
local authorities charged with looking 
after the administration of the Poor Laws, 
there has been a greater remissness oi 
duty on the part of Irish representatives 
than those of England or Scotland; and, 
if not, whether he will explain why Irish 
officers in the new Orders of the Local 
Government Board are treated as if they 
were not to be trusted; and why pro- 
visions are put in the new forms which 
were not inserted heretofore, and which 
are not in the account forms of officers 
in England or Scotland, dealing with pay- 
ing orders and with stocktaking. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [ am unable 
to answer the first and second inquiries, 
It does not appear to me that the integrity 
of Irish local officials is called in ques- 
tion, because the Accounts Orders provide 
for certain checks and safeguards which 
are essential to a proper system of 
financial administration. The original 
Accounts Orders were necessarily made 
before the Local Government Act came 
into operation, and the new Orders con- 
tain those amendments only which have 
been suggested by the experience gained 
since 1899. 


Irish Lunatic Asylums Management. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Irish boards of guardians 
and District lunatic asylum committees 
have been put to the expense of engag- 
ing stocktakers to take stock of the 
provisions every half-vear since the 
Local Government Act came into force; 
and, if ss, will he explain why the 
guardians and members of the com- 
mittee of management were not allowed, 
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as in the grand jury days, to do this 
work ; what is the amount of cost which 
this regulation of stocktaking has placed 
upon the ratepayers of Ireland per year; 
and whether, as the Local Government 
Board created the officers, they will 
recoup to the local authorities the 
amounts so expended. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is required 
that persons other than those connected 
with the bodies named should be em- 
ploved as stocktakers. The Local 
Government Board have no power to 
compel members of these bodies to per- 
form the duty. No information is avail- 
able as to the cost, but it is very trifling. 
It is not intended to recoup the local 
authorities concerned. 


English and Scotch Appointments to the 
Irish Board of Agriculture. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
inquire from the Vice-President of the 
irish Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction how many English 
and how many Scotch people are em- 
ployed in Ireland by that Department 
wid what is the gross amount of salary 
paid to them as far as they are within 
the knowledge of the Vice-President or 
ascertainable by him; and whether he 
will communicate to the House the num- 
her of the English and Scotch people so 
employed and the gross amount of salary 
paid to them, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
this Question is in the negative. I have 
already informed the hon. and learned 
Member that the Department have no 
record of the nationality of their staff. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why can- 
not the right hon. Gentleman get the 
information from Sir Horace Plunkett, 
who must be in possession of the infor- 
ation, seeing that he made the appoint- 
ments 2 
aware that this Department is becoming 
an asylum for English and Scoteh im- 
portations? Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man answer that ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: ‘The hon. Member 
is not entitled to comment onan Answer. 
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{| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, Sir 
I will not offend again. 


Mr. SPEAKER: 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman inquire of Sir 
Horace Plunkett ? 


I hope not. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: TI decline to 
do so. If I were responsible for an 
English Department I should take 
exactly the same course. 


Boyle Union~— Loan for Seed Potatoes. 

Mr. JAMES O’ KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to a resolu- 
tion of the Boyle Board of Guardians, 
passed at their meeting on the 25th 
instant, asking for a supplementary loan 
for the supply of seed potatoes; and 
whether, seeing that a number of small 
farmers in the Boyle Union who are in 
need of seed potatoes will be deprived of 
same ard suffer hardship if they do not 
receive them, he will take steps to 
ensure the granting of the supplementary 
loan asked for immediately. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: By public 
notice issued on December 12th last, 
February 15th was fixed as the latest 
date for receiving applications for loans, 
and this date was subsequently extended 
to March 11th. Ample notice was there- 
fore given. It is not considered ex- 
pedient, at so late a date, to entertain 
further applications. 


Somers Estate, Tullamore. 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
Robert Owens, who held an evicted farm 
on the Somers Estate, near ‘Tullamore, 
King’s County, has stated in a communi- 
ication sent to him that he has borght 
this farm from the Estites Commissio iers 
and has already paid his fi st iastalment ; 
and, if so, whether he will consider the 
advisability of again bringing the matter 
before the E:tates Commis:ioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The West- 
meath portion only of this estate has 
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been sold to the tenants, but no tenant | 
named Robert Owens is amongst the 
number. No proceedings in respect of 
the King’s County portion of the estate | 
have come before the Commissioners. 


Leinster Estate. 

Mr. KILBRIDE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the total 
amount of the proceeds of the sale of the 
Leinster Estate under the Purchase Act 
of 1903; when was the sale completed, 
and at what time did the Treasury pay 
over the 
Loins er property; how much of this 
sum has been invested under the direction 
of or with the assent of the Public 
Trustee; and what are the securities in 
which the moneys have been invested, 
with the date of the i:vestment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Advances 
have been made, amounting to £674,526 
‘The cash lodgments by tenants amounted 
to £5,235, making a total sum _ of 
£679,761. The sales were completed 
and the purchase moneys paid into the 
Bank of Ireland in April and May, 1904, 
and the funds were distributed in June 
and July. No portion of the purchase 
moneys was paid over to the Public 
Trustee, nor was any application made 
to him with regard to the investments 
which may have been made by the 
trustees of the estate. 


Killarney Quarter Sessions--Absence of 
Crime in the County. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, at the recent quarter 
sersions in Killarney, the County Court 
Judge was presented with white gioves 
in consequence of the crimelessness of 


the county; and if he proposes to take | 


any steps to reduce the amount expended 
in connection with law officers and con- 
stabulary in consequence, so that the 
money saved may be used for other and 
more useful purposes. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is true that 
white gloves were presented to the 
County Court Judge at Killarney 


Quarter Sessions, but this fact does not | 


demonstrate the crimelessness of the 
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county. In his address to the grand 
jury at the recent Spring Assizes, the 
learned Judge referred to an increase in 
, the number of serious crimes attributable 
‘to the unsatisfactory condition of a 
| portion of the county. Reductions in 
the strength of the constabulary force 
are made where the general circumstances 
permit such a step to be taken. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Did 
not the learned Judge say that if any 
disorder existed it was due to the action 
of the landlords 2 


[No Answer was returned.]} 


Goods Rates from Listowel to Liverpool. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY § (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether he is aware that the freight rate 
charged on goods from Listowel via Wat- 
terford to Liverpool is 30s. per ton, 
while from Newcastle West, twenty-four 
miles less land carriage by same route, 
it is 32s, 6d. per ton, and for butter in 
casks 30s. Od. per ton; and, if so, will he 
say what is the reason for this difference. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Butter froin 
Listowel to Liverpool via Waterford is 
conveyed at the exceptional rate of 30s. 
per ton, and the same rate is charged for 
the carriage of butter from Newcastle 
West to Liverpool. In the latter case the 
rate was reduced in October, 1902, from 
32s. 6d. per ton. 


‘Irish Goods Rates. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to as‘ 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten int 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
rate for the carriage of tea from Lon lon 
to Limerick is 34s. per ton, from Londoa 
to Rathkeale, eighteen miles further 
than Limerick, it is 53s. 4d. per tou, 
‘and from London to Newcastle West, 
eight miles further than Rathkeale 0. 
same line, the rate is 46s. 7d. per 
ton; will he explain why is the difference 
between the rate to Limerick and Rath- 
keale 19s. 4d., or about 1s. per ton per 
mile, seeing that the rate to Newcastle 
West is 6s. 9d. less than to Rathkeale ; 
and is he aware that the rate for tea 
from London to Rathkeale previous to 


_ the amalgamation of the Waterford and 
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Limerick Railway with the 
Southern and Western was 44s. 10d. 
per ton, or 8s. 6d. per ton less; and 
whether he will take any steps to remedy | 
the alleged grievance. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment are advised they have no authority 
under the Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction Act of 1899 to intervene in 
questions affecting rates on such articles 
as imported tea, They have no informa- 
tion on the third inquiry. The reply to 
the last inquiry is in the negative. 


White Estate, Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the inspector who reported in connection 
with the reiastatement of evicted tenants 
on the White Estate, near Bantry, is a 
member of the firm of solicitors who had 
the carriage of sale of that estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : Tam informed 
by the Estates Commissioners that, so 
far as they are aware, the inspector who 
reported on this estate is not a member 
of the firm of solicitors referred to. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : 


Gentleman aware 


Is the right hon. 
that a member of this 
firm visited the estate and created 
animus against the evicted tenants. 
By what authority did he do that ? 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Bawnboy Union Relief Works. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what is 
the total amount which has been paid for 
tools and necessary implements in carry- 
ing out relief of distress works in the 
Bawnboy Union, county Cavan, to 3lst 
March; and will he state from whom same 
were procured. 


Mr. WALTER LONG; A sum of 
£11 2s. Od., paid to Mr. Ric hard Dowler, 
of Belturbet. 


Cavan Evicted Tenants. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if any evicted 
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‘county Cavan; if so, how many; and 


whether any of these people have been 
restored to their homes. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: One hundred 
and fifty-four applications have been 
received, and three of the applicants 
have been reinstated. 


Higher National Schools in Ireland. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Jreland whether 


any, and, if so, what steps have been 
taken to carry out the recommendation 
of the Commissioners of National Edu- 
cation in Ireland in their recent Report, 
to establish higher national schools in 
suitable centres in Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The recom- 
mendation of the Commissioners is under 
consideration. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: 


may we expect a decision ? 


When 


Mr. WALTER 


sible for me to say. 


LONG: It is impos- 


Singing and Science Teaching in Irish 
Schools. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: TI beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant for Ireland whether, seeing the 
| necessity for better training of teachers 
'of singing and science and the growing 
| desire of the Irish people to have those 


subjects well taught to their children, 
steps will be taken to have the organisers 
in those subjects employed by the 
National Board retained in the service. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg also to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the popular 
taste for and need for instruction by the 
teachers in music, he will request the 
Commissioners to retain the services of 


the organiser of instruction in that 
subject. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The appoint- 


ment of a permanent Inspector of Music 
has been approved. The term for which 
the temporary organisers in that subject 
were employed expired on 31st March, 
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and it is not intended to renew their; Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL; Are we 
appointments. I have already explained | to be kept waiting for these four or five 
that a head organiser and two assistants | years ? 

have been permanently retained for the | asc. 

training of teachers in elementary) Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
science, 


Questions. 








Trant Foley Estate, County Kerry. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
Omagh School Inspector. to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg to why it is that the tenants on the 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| Trant Foley KHstate, Tralee, county 
Licutenant of Ireland whether Mr. Pedlow, | Kerry, have been asked to pay arrears 





national school inspector of the Omagh | of income -tax due by the lnndlord 
| during the past six years; and whethe: 


circuit, has given “‘ good” to any school 
| tenants who are unable to pay this 


within his district in which Irish 
taught. 


is 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. 


Irish Training Colleges—Free Homes. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the claim 
repeatedly put forward by the standing 
committee of the Catholic Bishops of 
Ireland for free homes for the three 
training colleges at Belfast, Waterford, 
and Limerick, and the necessity for 
putting these colleges on the same foot- 
ing as the other training colleges where 
the buildings have been paid for by the 
Covernment; and whether he can pro- 
pose any settlement of this question. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, my 
attention has been directed to the claims 
of the Catholic Bishops and to the de- 
clarations made by my predecessor in the 
matter. The question is engaging my 
consideration. 


Irish National Schools—Building Rules. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Tbeg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when will the 
revised rules for the erection of national 
schools and teachers’ residences in Ire- 
land be issued. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I am 
unable to state the date of the issue of 
the rules referred to, but, as I have fre- | 
quently informed hon. Members, every | 
eflort is being made to expedite a settle- 
ment of the question. 





| 
| 


| 


‘landlord debt will have their goods 
| seized. 

' Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: As the 
larrears of income-tax o1 the Trait 


| Foley Estate accrued putly whilst it 
was in the hands of a trustee and purth 
after it passed into the leg l POSSESSIO | 
of the present owner, it was deemod 
advisable to recover the tax from the 
occupiers of the assessed properti S$ as 
provided by the I7th Section of the 
Income-Tax Act of 1853. The tax s» 
recovered can be deducted by the tenants 
from their next payment of rent. Twelve 
ovt of the fourteen tenants applied t) 
have already paid the tax claimed from 
them. In no case has it been found 
necessary to recover by distress. 





| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 
i tenants unable to pay have their goods 
seized 2 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I under- 
stand we have only applied to fourteen. 
Twelve have already paid, one will do so 
in a short time, and only one has not 
answered, 


Mer. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Why 
not compel the landlord to pay ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: TI believe 
there are legal difficulties, but steps have 
been taken by which he will have to pay 
in the long run. 


Irish Provident Assurance Company. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: T beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
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aware that the policy holders of the 
Irish Provident Assurance Company, 
after seeing the reports published in the 
Press regarding that company, ceased 
paying their premiums; and that the 
policy holders of the town of Ballinasloe 
were paid a composition amounting to 
half the premiums paid by them; if so, 
will he say whether the balance-sheet 
of this company has been lodged with 
the Registrar of Friendly Societies or the 
responsible official of the Board of Trade ; 
and, if so, what is his report upon it. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, 
Blackfriars): The Board of Trade are 
not aware of the circumstances referred 
to by the hon, Member. I have ascer- 
tained that this company is not regis- 
tered in the Registry of Friendly Societies, 
Ireland, and no accounts have been 
lodged by the company with this 
Department. Some question has arisen 
as to the liability of the company to 
render returns under the Life Assurance 
Companies Acts, and the matter is under 
the consideration of the Irish Law 
Officers. 


Galway Post OfficeEmployees’ Petiton. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he has received the petition 
of the Galway Post Office staff bearing 
upon the treatment of the staff, the 
svale of wages, promotions, and appoint- 
ments; and if he will state what action 
he proposes taking in the matter. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am considering 
the petition, and will inform the staff 
of my decision in due course. 


Post Office Employees and the Irish 
Language. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, S.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
view of the difficulty experienced in 
dealing with letters addressed in Irish, he 
will consider the advisability of offering 
some special inducements (similar to that 
offered for telegraph and_ technical 
qualifications) to sorters acquiring a 
knowledge of the Irish language; and 
whether he will exact as an essential 
qualification a knowledge of Irish from 
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all applicants for postmasterships in 
Treland. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not think it 
necessary to take any such steps as those 
suggested by the hon. Member. 


Learners as Season Substitutes in Irish 


Post Offices. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 


Ossory): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General under what conditions season 
substitutes are employed in Irish post 
offices; and, considering the number of 
learners fully qualified for appointment 
in Ireland, will he give these youths pre- 
ference for substitute duty, wherever the 
necessity arises, over those who have no 
claims whatever on the Department. 


Lorp STANLEY: So far as circum- 
stances allow the plan suggested by the 
hon. Member is already followed. The 
substitute duties are as a rule given to 
qualified learners, 


Irish Signatures to Postal Orders. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he is aware that the postmaster 
at Ballyhaunis has declined t» cash a 
postal order for a gentleman named 
Francis Swift because the payee, who is 
an Irish speaker, and well known to the 
Post Office official there, affixed his sig- 
nature to the order in Irish; whether 
the rules and regulations dealing with 
the cashing of postal orders specify in 
what language they should be receipted ; 
and, if not, whether the postmaster 
referred to has exceeded his powers in 
refusing to pay the money. 


Lorp STANLEY: A signature in 
Irish upon a postal order may be accepted 
if the postmaster is satisfied that it is the 
signature of the payee. In the case to 
which the hon. Member refers the post- 
master was unable to read the signature 
upon the order, and the person who 
tendered it refused to give him either a 
written or a verbal translation. He was 
therefore justified in refusing payment 
under the regulations, which authorise a 
postmaster to refuse payment of a postal 
order until he is satisfied that it is signed 

by the payee. 
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Questions. 
JOHN O’DONNELL: 


{COMMONS} 
Is_ the | 


noble Lord aware that Mr. Swift has | 


been receiving a large number of letters 
addressed in Irish, and that they are 
regularly delivered to him ? 


Lorp STANLEY: 
might have explained the signature. 


The Unemployed Bill. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
measure relating to unemployment 


mentioned in the King’s Speech will be | ¢ 
‘appointed representative, unless 


introduced before Easter under the Ten 
Minute Rule. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Ba.rour, Manchester, E.): If the course 
suggested by the hon. Gentleman is one 
that meets with general approval I shall 
be happy to adopt it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: In that event 
on what day willit be introduced ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Icannot name 
a day, norcanl! venture to say that so 


T think Mr. Swift | 


very important a Bill ought to be intro- | 


duced under the Ten Minute Rule. 


The Colonies and Trade Preference, 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 


sury whether any negotiations were going | 


on before 1902 between the Colonial 
Ministers and His Majesty’s then Govern- 
ment of which the House is not as yet 
cognisant ; what, if so, were these negotia- 
tions; and whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House any communications 
that passed in connection with them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to decline to answer the Question. 


The Volunteers. 

Sr HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can afford the House some other oppor- 
tunity to express the sense of the country 


with regard to the proposal of the Secre- | 


tary of State for War to discharge over 
40,000 Volunteers, now serving their 
country without pay or reward, than 
that of reducing the Minister’s salary. 
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Questions. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Jf my hon. 


and gallant friend desires some other 
opportunity than that naturally afforded 
by the Army Estimates, I am afraid that 
in the present state of public business [ 
do not see my way to grant his request. 


Government Departments and Trades 

nions. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): T beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Government intend that no repre- 
sentations on the part of Government 
workers shall be received from any duly 
that 
representative is in the employment of 
the Government and is one of the 
aggrieved, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T understand 
that, on questions personally affecting 
Government workers, it is not unusual, 
either at the War Office or the Admir- 
alty, for the heads of Departments to 
receive deputations from trades unionists. 
In cases where a man or men have any 
complaint to make every opportunity is 
given to them to appeal to the Depart- 
ment. It is not the practice to allow 
outside interference in such cases. 


Mr. BENN: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware of the statement made in the 
House last Thursday by the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office with regard 
to certain proceedings adopted at the 
Government Clothing Factory ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
not in order to refer to that. 


Mr. Gerald Loder’s Directorships. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Mr. Gerald Loder, the newly 
appointed Junior Lord of the Treasury 
is to retain in conjunction with his position 
in the Government the positions of direc- 
tor in four public companies, of which 
one is the London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway Company, and another the 
Standard Bank of South Africa; and 
whether he is aware that Mr. Loder’s 
accession to the Government brings the 
number of directorships in public com- 


panies held by members of the present 


Administration to seventy-one; and 


whether he proposes to take any, and, if 
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what steps, having regard to the 
frequent demands for that reform, to | 
secure that the retention of public com- 
pany directorships be rendered incom- | 
patible with the holding of the office of | 
Minister of the Crown. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no| 
knowledge of my hon. friend’s connection | 
with the companies to which the hon. 
(rentleman refers, but I am quite certain 
he will allow no outside engagement to 
interfere with his official duties. 


| side) : 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
vive notice that I will move to reduce Mr. | 
Loder’s salary by the amount of the fees | 
he receives as a director. | 


I beg to | 


Feeding of School Children. | 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the | 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his | 
attention has been called to the Bill 
introduced by the hon. Member for the 
Sarnard Castle Division designed to em- | 
power locil eduction authorities to 
make provision out of the funds at their 
disposal for the feeding of hungry 
children, and to empower them also, 
where it may seem desirable, to recover 
the cost from the parents and guardians | 
of children so fed; and whether, having 
regard to the unanimous recommenda- 
tions of the Physical Training Royal | 
Commission (Scotland), 1903, and of the | 
Physical Deterioration (1904) Committee, 
he will grant facilities this session for 
the further progress of this measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
Gentleman is aware, a pasate oe has 
been appointed to examine into the facts 
of this question; and I do not think 
that, pending the Report of that Com- 
mittee, I can make any statement on 
the subject. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Sir JOHN GORST: is it not a fact 
that the Committee appointed by the 
Board of Kducatio. is specially precluded 
from considering any scheme which would 
cast a charge on the public funds ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The main 
object of the Committee is to inquire 
into the facts, and it is, among other 
things, a real knowledge of the facts that 
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introduced without any speech at 





we require before dealing with a subject 
which is of itself of a difficult character 
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| and touches very many thorny problems 


on all sides. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Can the right 
hon, Gentleman hold out any prosp:ct 


that this Committee will report before 


the close of the present session ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, 


Sir, I 


/cannot well make any pronise on that 


subject. It does not rest with me. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
If any facilities are given to a 
l on this subject, will they be given 
hon. Member 


Bil 
for Hoxton ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: iam not aware 
‘that any suggestion has come from this 
bench that facilities should be given to 
any Bill. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: In the event 
of this Bill being introduced under the 
Ten Minute Rule, could not all the Bills 
on the subject be referred by agreement 
to a Select or Grand Committee ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: The Ten 
Minute Rule has nothing to do with the 
question. Indeed, the Bill might be 
all, 
privilege which private 
Members enjoy. Moreover, it is not the 
practice to refer any Bill to a Select 
Committee until after it has been read a 
second time. That is the rule under 
which we habitually work. Ido not say 
whether it is a good or bad one. 


under the 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Has the First Lord of 
the Treasury any information to give as 
to the course of business ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
I have any information of which the 
House is not already in possession. We 
are pledged to give the Government time 
this week to Army Estimates. Should 
the Estimates about which most interest 
is felt be concluded within Government 
time, I will, of course, do my best to 
consult the wishes of the House as to 
what other Votes shall be taken. Next 
Monday we take the Budget. 


G 
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THE EASTER HOLIDAYS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the First 
Lord make anv statement as to the 
probable commencement of the Easter 


Holidays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. Sir, I have 
no information to give. The limits 
within which our chances lie are narrow, 
but I cannot mention the date at 
present. 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 110.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
110.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 156.) 


WHALE FISHERIES (SCOTLAND) BILL 
[| Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 157.] 


NEW BILLS. 


SALE OF COKE BILL. 

“To amend the Weights and Measures 
Act, 1889, respecting the Sale of Coke by 
weight,” presented by Mr, Rose; supported 
by Mr. Raymond Greene; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 11th May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 158.] 


LONDON HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES) BILL. 

“To provide for the exemption of 
Hospitals in London from local Rates,” 
presented by Mr. Haves Fisher ; supported 
by Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Sydney 
Buxton, Sir Joseph Dimsdale, Sir Harry 
Samuel, Captain Jessel, and Mr. James 
Bailey; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
139.] 
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LICENSING ACT (1902) (REGISTRATION OF 
CLUBS) AMENDMENT BILL. 

“To amend the Licensing Act, 1902, 
in respect of the striking of clubs off the 
register,” presented by Mr. Worsley- 
Taylor; supported by Sir John Doring- 
ton, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Cripps, Sir Robert 
feid, and Mr. Ashton; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 10th May, 
and to be printed, [Bill 140.] 


SUPPLY [3rp ALLoTrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


(Cumberland, 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,101,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Charge for the Pay, etc., of His Majesty's 
Army (including Army Reserve) at Home 
and Abroad (exclusive of India), which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1906.” : 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said he 
desired, in moving to reduce the Vote 
by £1,000,000, to direct attention to the 
fact that the Estimates for this year 
were the greatest Army Estimates eve1 
laid before the House of Commons in a 
time of peace. These Estimates had now 
reached an aggregate of £30,000,000 in 
round figures. They embodied an in- 
crease of £1,000,000, roughly, on the 
Estimates of last year, and, although 
they were nearly as much as the whole 
of the Estimates for the Navy, they 
were how witnessing the spectacle of a 
considerable diminution in naval ex- 
penditure and a large increase in Army 
Votes. The increase in the Estimates 
was greater than might be supposed by 
those who only gave them casual study. 
It was not at all correct to attribute 
that increase, as he thought the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War was led into attributing it, to 
the increased provision for the new guns. 
That tardy provision, no doubt, was the 
item in the Estimates most easy to 
justify, but it was not the reason for the 
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increase. The completion of the purchases 
under the Mowatt programme of stores 
and military supplies which fell in this 
year veleased a sum of £400,000 from 
the Special Charges. Further windfalls 
of £217,009 in respect of surplus am- 
munition, and of £334,000 under the 
heading of clothing, made a total of 
£961,000 which might be considered as a 
windfall for the right hon. Gentleman, 
which would almost entirely have met 
the charge for the new artillery. The 
increase in the Estimates was in respect 
of constant and continuing charges which 


would affect the Estimates in future 
years. That was a very grave siiuation, 


and fully justified the reduction which he 
had put on the Paper. The Estimates 
were all the more surprising in view of 
the explicit pledges which the Secretary of 
State for War gave only six months ago, 
on July 14th last. Those promises were 
explicit, liberal, and full. Then, when 
the Army Estimates were £29,000,000, 
the right hon. Gentleman said— 

“Tt is the universal belief that not only 
should this increase be arrested, but that the 
total should be diminished; that is my own 
personal view. I have always felt we are 
devoting a larger sum than we need devote to 
the service of the Army. I have had that 
lesson enforced on me for many years, and I 
would remind the Committee that if you are 
going to reduce expenditure you must reduce 
something that costs money.” 

The right hon. Gentleman also spoke 
of the Army as— 

“One of the most costly military machines 
ever devised.” 

Yes, £29,000,000 was then considered by 
the right hon. Gentleman to be excessive. 
Now, £30,000,000 was not so considered ! 
The right hon. Gentleman would do well 
to spend an afternoon in reading the ex- 
cellent speech he delivered on July 
4th last. The right hon, Gentleman 
then said, also, that a certain number of 
the Line battalions were superfluou:, and 
that, in hisopinion, the Regular Army, as 
well as every branch, must be called 
upon to make some contribution towards 
areduction. The right hon. Gentleman, 
if he had not been able to fulfil his 
pledges in favour of economy, should be 
careful not to suggest, as he had done the 
other day, that those persons who to-day 
held the opinions he expressed so strongly 
last July were uxpatriotic and improper 
persons. 
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The Secretary of State for War’s 
reason forthe great increis? in the Army 
Estimates was a most remarkable one. 
They were told that the United Kingdom 
could not be invaled; that this fortu- 
nate island had become permanently 
secure from invasion, and was no longer 
liable to the dingers which confronted 
other nations which had to guard against 
an invasion of territory. This fortunate 
littl> island was, they were told, absolutely 
secure from any attack of that kind. 
And vet they were asked to vote larger 
Army Estimates than those of France, 
Germany, Austria, or Italy, to whose 
existence their armies were absolutely 
vital. The Army reformers of two years 
ago, whose activity in the House the 
Committee might not have forgotten, had 
behind their manceuvres and tactics one 
object. They sought to reduce military 
expenditure and the military forces. 
With a view to obtaining that result they 
propounded two important propositions, 
one that we did not want a large Regular 
Army for home defence, and the second 
that the defence of this island could be 
entrusted to the Militia, Volunteers, 
and Yeomanry, if rendered thoroughly 
efficient. The Prime Minist-rdid not agree 
with them in those days. but agreed with 
the present Secretary of State for India, 
and supported that right hon, Geatleman 
ina project which provided three Army 
Corps for home defences. The right hon. 


Gentleman, now the Secretary of 
State for India, used the “fat cow” 
argument against them. ‘“ Why,’ he 


asked, “should we lie down like a 
fat cow behind our ironclid Fleet ?” 
He also used the “ stiffener” argument; he 
spoke of the necessity for 50,000 stiffeners 
to strengthen the Auxiliary Forces when 
the Regular Army had been convoyed 
out of the country. Those opinions had 
been very largely abandoned by the Prime 
Minister ; they had converted him; and, 
like all converts, as he himself was some- 
times reminded, the Prime Minister d s- 
played a tendency to carry his newly 
acquired opinions to great extremes. He 
now said that we required no Army at 
all for home defence, as imvasioa was 
impossible. It seemed a very simpie 
thing if they looked at it in that way, 
but it would have saved a lot of trouble 
if the right hon. Gentleman had only 
found it out before. Still it showed the 
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enormous advantage of applying a first- 
rate dialectical mind to these strategic 
questions. 


There was nothing more remarkable 
than this doctrine of faith healing. 
The principle was very simple; you 
sald a thing was so, and it was so; or you 
said it wes not sc, and it was not s0. He 
had heard of people who, on awaking in 
the morning, said with great earnestness, 
“Youth, health, vigour,” and believed 
that they derived some accession of these 
qualities in consequence. The Govern- 
ment were the most ardent disciples of 
that belief. The Prime Minister was 
convinced that, if he said a question was 
vot before the country, it was not before 
the country; if he said a Resolution was 
of no importance, it was of no import- 
ance. The Secretary of State for 
India firmly believed that if he said 
he had six Army Corps, there were in 
fact six Army Corps; and the present 
Secretary of State for War believed 
taat if he said with sufficient emphasis 
and frequency, and on sufficiently high 
authority, that these islands could not 
be invaded, we should thereby become 
absolutely secure. The right hon. 
Gentleman ought really to instruct the 
Chaplain-General to preach a discourse on 
the inspiring theme of the application of 
the principles of Christian science to the 
problem of Imperial defence. The 
country had been officially declared 
secure against invasion—not a dinghy, 
which held five men, let alone 5,000 men, 
could land on these shores without our 
permission. The Committee of Defence 
had decided that, and who, be the Briton 
or foreigner, would dare dispute the 
decision of the Committee of National 
Defence? The Prime Minister, whose 


unique qualifications were rightly 
acknowledged, had confirmed _ their 


decision, the Army Council had acquiesced 
in it, and actual proof had been supplied 
by experiments in disembarkation con- 
ducted at Clacton-on-Sea. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Do you maintain the contrary 
proposition 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he was simply 
stating the right hon, Gentleman’s argu- 
My-. Churchill. 
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(ments. Upon this comfortable hypothesis 

the right hon. Gentleman approached the 
| question of the Volunteers, the Militia, the 
Yeominry and the other forces of the 
Crown. He told them that the Volunteers 
were tied to the soil, that they could not 
be sent abroad, and as nobody could 
possibly get at them, as not even the five 
men in a dinghy, or 5,000, could set foot 
on this island without our permission, he 
argued that we might safely reduce the 
force by 45,000 men, and he submitted 
that a: absolute logic. But absolute 
logic should carry the right hon. Gentle- 
mana great deal further. Why should 
the right hon. Gentleman maintain at 
great cost 200,000 men tied to the soil, 
when they could not possibly encounter 
enemies who arrived in larger numbers 
than five atatime? There used to bea 
scheme of mobilisa‘ion for home defence 
in existence. Had it been abandoned? 
Had it been absolutely destroyed or torn 
up ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked what was the 
use of getting the clerks of the War Office 
to make out a plan for meeting a con- 
tingency which the Army Council, the 
Committee of National Defence, and the 
Prime Minister collectively declared could 
never arise? The right hon. Gentle- 
man’s hint that there was a scheme for 
|home defence in existence filled him 
with anxiety. With regard to this 
faith cure, the faith must be absolute, 
or the cure did not work. The slightest 
shadow of doubt across the mind of the 
patient or the disciple, and the efficacy 
of the treatment was entirely destroyed. 
The truth was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man dare not face the logical conclusion 
to which his argument led. Perhaps in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s heart of 
hearts the spectacle of this vast unforti- 
fied capital, ihe greatest, the wealthiest 
city in the world, the depository of half 
the title-deeds of civilisation, within 
sixty miles of a score of landing places 
for the enemy, filled him with some 
feeling of disquietude and stirred doubts 
,and questionings which marred the 
smooth reasoning of his assertions and 
reassertions. 
Gentleman had not forgotten the late 
Lord Salisbury’s declaration at the 


Perhaps the right hon. | 


| 
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Mansion House four or five years ago, 
that great empires had fallen not by 
injury in their outlying provinces, but 
by blows dealt at their hearts. It did 
appear to him that the great problem of 
Imperial defence was not to be settled 
by chopping logic or by applying the 
rule of thumb. They had before them a 
practical, business-like proposition. They 
had on the one hand a statement of the 
various perils to which the nation might be 
exposed, though there were differences as 
to their nature and the direction whence 
they might be apprehended, and also 
differences in the degree of possibility 
and probability. There were also certain 
necessary duties which the Army had to 
discharge ; there were foreign garrisous to 
be provided and proper reliefs to be circu- 
lated. It was necessary further to arrange 
for those minor expeditions which were so 
often necessary when hon. Gentlemen 
opposite were in power. They had to 
make provision at home for the main- 
tenance of the Royal dignity, and for 
ensuring order and public security. They 
had, on the other hand, certain resources, 
and though those resources might be 
suflicient they were limited and definite. 
They had only a certain amount of money 
which could properly be spared, having 
regard to other urgent needs. There was 
a supply of recruits more or less limited, 
which notoriously varied with the labour 
market, and even an increase of pay did 
not secure the larger supply anticipated. 
They had a certain number of Militia—and 
the right hon. Gentleman had tried but 
failed to increase them—and a certain 
number of Volunteers whom the right 
hon. Gentleman had tried to reduce and 
had succeeded. [Mr. ARNOLD-FoRSTER 
dissented.] He noticed that the right 
hon. Gentleman objected, but in the 
Kstimates for this year he had embodied 
the policy of reduction, These various 
forces had grown up year by year in this 
country and some of them were very 
antiquated indeed. They fitted in with 
existing customs and arrangements and 
were part of our national life, and it was 
the business of the War Minister to 
adjust and train them so as to make 
them more flexible instruments to guard 
against danger and to get 
the greatest development of 


our coasts 
from them 
war power, 
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There were three kinds of reform of 
the Army. The first was that which 
partook of the nature of spending money. 
That that kind of reform had been 
steadily pursued for years was seen in the 
enormous increase of expenditure on every 
sinzle branch of Army organisation. 
Then there were the reforms which could 
be made simply by the use of the pen. The 
Secretary of State for War sat in his office 
and called some old thing by a new name. 
For instance, the Commander-in-Chief 
was called the “ Chief Inspector-General ” 
or “ First Military Member” or “‘ Chief of 
the S:aff;” the Quartermaster-Gener | 
was renamed the “ Third Military Mem- 
ber”; the duties of the War Office and 
the Staff were rearranged, and the troops 
were called “ divisions,” “ districts,” or 
* Army Corps,” but whatever they were 
called, it was done simply by writing .n 
paper. The third kind of reform was 
rather rare; it was of a nature of which 
the country had had very little experience 
of late. It was reform which was based 
upon the perception of some new prin- 
ciple, and which produced greater war 
p>wer in proportion to the money. and 
the resources at our disposal. The great 
reform of Mr. Cardwell was of that 
nature. The abolition of purchase— 
taking the Army out of pawn as it was 
called—the introduction of short service, 
and the institution of the territorial sys- 
tem, were three reforms of the Army 
which undoubtedly had resulted in a 
great increase of war power without 
any extra expenditure of money. He 
would like to point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman that all change in the 
position and character of the various 
land forces was in itself injurious and 
involved a diminution of war power. 
Change in itself was vexatious and re- 
strictive of power. It produced friction 
and dissatisfaction in the Army. While 
it was taking place the officers were 
occupied with it and could not devote 
their attention to the training of the men. 
The whole e:onomy and discipline of the 
units were affected. Yet in the last five 
years we had had an era of tireless 
tinkerings. The hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for Essex had on many occasions 
drawn attention to the extraordinary 
caprice with which uniforms were changed. 


But much more serious changes had beea 
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made. The service of the Army had 
been changed four times in four years, 
and was about to be changed again. The 
regulations affecting the discipline of the 
troops had been altered and readjusted, 
the system of pay had been changed, 
deferred pay had been abolished, and the 
whole method cf the administration of 
the War Office had been altered twice 
over from top to bottom, both with 
regard to system and personnel. 
regular battalions had been created and 
then abandoned, five 
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Some | 


garrison batteries | 


were formed at great expense, and special | 


barrack accommodation provided, and 
thev, too, were now to be abandoned. The 
immense diminution of war power result- 


discipline and the efficiency of the Army. 

Parliament was asked this vear to assent 
to Estimates of £30,000.C00 and a series 
of brand-new reforms affecting all three 


|As a 


branches of His Majesty’s land forces—a | 


great reduction in the Volunteers, a 


gigantic experiment with the Militia, and 
a revolution in the Regular Army. The 


to them exactly on the full tide of suecess- 
ful experiment. The right hon. Gentle- 
man came with a record of miscalculation, 
mismanagement, and fertile incapacity 
for which no parallel! could be found in 
the history of any other Department of 
the State. That was true, 1otwithstand- 
ing that hon, Gentlemen opposite laughed, 
and he defied any one to point to anothe: 
policy pursued by any Department in the 
last fifty vears marked by such vacilla- 


tion and such an enormous accretion of | 


burden. The plan of the right hon. Gen- 
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| make such a great departure, not as an 
| integrs] part of ascheme of Army reform, 
| but as a purely detached proposition. 
| The right hon. Gentleman practically 
/admitied that his proposal with regard 
|to the Militia was a leap in the dark. 
| There had been experiments in regard to 
'the Militia before. The late Secretary 
/of State for War wished to increase 
‘the force; the present War Secretary 
desired to diminish it, and that was 
how continuity of policy was secured. 
The right hon. Gentleman the late Secre- 
tary of State for War offered a bounty of 


| £3 a man, which he believed would have 
'the effect of raising the Militia from 
98,000 to 150,000, 

ing from these wild experiments had been | 
attended by discontent among the officers | 


and men and the general relaxation of the | ,.- hee 
vi | INDIA(Mr. Broprick, Surrey,Cwidford): 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
matter of fact, I proposed 
to raise the Militia to 150,000, including 


the establishment of a Militia Reserve. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the proposal 


of the right hon. Gentleman to give a 


| bounty of £3 a man cost £500,000 a 
Secretary of State for War did not come | 


year, and it would continue to cost that 


/ amount so long as that bounty was paid. 
| But the Militia to-day were fewer in 


number than when the bounty was 
offered, So far as the taxpayer was con- 
cerned all that money was absolutely 
pitched away, and, after all, £500,000 


was a very great sum which could have 


been spent on the new rifle, or on the 
new artillery. That was not an en- 
couraging fact, and it seemed to him 


| that it showed how very dangerous it 


tleman in regard to the Militia involved | 


a liability for service oversea; a queer 
proposal surely, coming after a war 


in which nearly the whole of the Militia | 


did serve voluntarily and with distinction 
over the sea. It was strange he should 


| divert from those 


wish to expose the Militia to this arduous | 


service when he lost no opportunity of 
telling them what a rabble they were, and 
how imperfectly trained, and while he 
talked, too, of the great scarcity of officers 
and the singularly poor physique of its 
men. When the Militia Bill came before 


the House it would, of course, be fully 

considered; but he was bound to say 

that it was a very surprising thing to 
Mr. Churchill. 


was to undertake experiments with the 
old constitutional or Volunteer forces, 
because they could not be sure that the 
money spent would produce the effect 
which was expected, nor could they be 
sure that new regulations would not 
forces the 
accustomed to go into them. 


classes 


Now he came to the Regular Army. 
The right hon. Gentleman had put 
forward a brand new scheme for the 
Regular Army. The right hon, Gencle- 
man was a great admirer of what he 
would call dualism. The right hon. 
Gentleman was in favour of a dual 
Regular Army. He was in favour of 


two classes of Volunteers—the first class 
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and the second class, but that inspiring 
idea had been abandoned. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER dissented. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said there were to 
be two classes of Volunteers according to 
their merits. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, no! 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the right hon. 
Gentleman had at any rate instituted 
two kinds of generals in the Army— 
fighting generals and other generals. It 
was a most novel idea. It was one which 
was much more likely to have come 
from China than from Japan, and the 
plan on which the Army was now 
to be administered was the same system 
is that on which a gentleman obtained a 
horse from a jobber—he obtained and 
rode the animal, all responsibility being 
taken by the owner ef the horse. One 
gentleman was to see after the whole 
idministration of the troops, and tne 
other man was to fight with them in the 
ield. In fact, it was the regular sub- 
division of the trainer and the jockey. 
That was a truly wonderful plan, and it 
showed that the right hon. Gentleman 
vas a great admirer of dualism. Now 
he proposed to introduce two kinds of 
Regulars —the first-class Regular who 
vas to have all the fun and all the fighting, 
ind the second-class Regular who was to 
lo all the drudgery and supply the 
1umbers. He agreed with the noble 
Lord the Member for Ealing, who, it 
might be remembered, made a remark- 
able speech to the House last session in 
which he showed that the setting up of 
two kinds of battalions would draw all the 
best officers into the favoured corps and 
sive them an unnecessary amount of 
esprit de corps which would be obtained 
at the expense of the ordinary run of 
the Army. He believed that the prin- 
‘iple of drawing a distinction between 
men serving in the same branch of His 
Majesty’s forces was wholly vicious, and 
he earnestly hoped the Committee would 
not sanction that principle. 


When they examined the larger aspect 
of this Army scheme he would like to ask 
what was to be the cost of the full 
execution of the plan proposed. Had 
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anybody seen the figures? Had there 
ever been a financial estimate made ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to answer in the affirmative. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he was very 
much surprised. He was not at all aware 
that there had been an estimate made. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s dual Army 
scheme was not a new idea; for thirty 
years it had been agitated, but Cabinet 
after Cabinet, War Minister after War 
Minister, drawn from both of the great 
Parties of the State, had examined it, 
studied it carefullv,and all, without excep- 
tion, had rejected it. Of course, it was 
quite true that we should like to have two 
separate Armies for our very widely 
different duties in home and foreign 
service. For the United Kingdom we 
wanted an Army of great expansive 
power, and that could only be obtained 
by short service. For garrisoning Indi: 
we required a Regular Army of seasoned 
soldiers with service for a_ period 
that would not necessitate our bring- 
ing them backward and forward too 


often. Kut the ecenomy of combining 
the two Armies into one, of dove- 
tailing them into each other, and 


making them separately assist each other 
in all the numerous functions they had 
in common, in making the home battalions 
train the drafts for the foreign battalions, 
and the foreign battalions train the 
Reservists, who on mobilisation were 
added to the home battalions in order 
to strengthen and _ stiffen the voung 
soldiers of which they were compesed 
—the advantages and economy of that 
system were enormous, and the gain 
in proportion to the money spent had 
been frequently demonstrated. Although 
there were admitted inconveniences, the 
single army argument had always hitherto 
held the field. The single army argument 
embodied a compromise and had all the 
virtues and vices of a compromise. It 
could be expressed in the formula, 
7 A, 5 R—seven vears Army service and 
five years’ Reserve service. That was 
the period of service found in practice 
to be the best to reconcile the conflicting 
and often divergent needs of India and 
the United Kingdom. Before passing 
from that subject he should like to say 
that they had always been told that a 
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balance of battalions was essential to | 
this scheme. He did not think that 
was true. It was generally admitted | 
last vear that it was not true. That | 
had been a fertile source of waste, and | 
a convenient lever for further expendi- | 
ture. But it would be quite possible | 
to group battalions into groups of eight, | 
of which five might be kept abroad | 
and three at home. ‘That suggestion | 
would enable a reduction of thirty | 
battalions to be made without altering | 
the working of the system, although | 
he thoroughly admitted the economy of | 
the svstem was greatest, highest, and | 
most perfect when an exact equilibrium | 
between the battalions was maintained. | 


jand many things might happen. 
| appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 


There were many hon. Gentlemen in 
the House who were more competent to 
speak with regard to the Volunteers than 
he professed to be. He would only ask 
the Committee to remember how cheap 
they were, how petty was the saving, 
and how fearful was the diminution in 
men which attended the reduction now 
proposed. He would ask the Committee 
to remember that while to European 
States which had land frontiers time was 
vital to their mobilisation and every 
day was precious to them, in this country, 
with the advantages of the sea, we should 
always have a longer period at our 
disposal, and our arrangements need not 
be made to enable ts to realise our full 
strength as Continental Powers must do. 
After all the talk of the Volunteers not 
being properly trained, he would say 
that if they were six weeks or six months 
under canvas with conditions of war 
prevailing in some part of the world they 
would become a very different force from 
what they were now. He asked the 
Committee to remember what these men 
did for us in the South African War, not 
only those who went abroad, but those 
who stayed at home in camp and enabled 
us to send the last division of Regular 
troops out of the country. The Regular 
Army in time of war would depend on 
the number of Volunt:er soldiers we had 
in this country, for he was quite certain 
that in time of war this country would 
never stake its independence and integrity 
upon any decision of any Council of 
National Defence, however costly it might 
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be. He asked the Committee finally to 
remember that the Volunteers, a monu- 


Mr, Churehill. 
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ment of civic patriotism which was the 
unique possession of our country, were 
our principal and surest bulwark against 
the foul tyranny of conscription, from 
which we had been free. 


Whatever objections might be urged 
against the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman as a whole must be 
urged more strongly against proceeding 
with them piecemeal. The short - ser- 
vice Army, which was the foundation 
of the system, had been postponed 
indeiinitely. In answer to a Question 
the other day, the right hon. Gentleman 
said it had been postponed for eight or 
nine months. That was a long time 
He 


on public grounds—at present he had 
got power and could do practically what 
he wished—to at least delay the measures 
affecting the Volunteers and the Militia 
until the scheme relating to the Army 
as a whole was finally determined. Surely 
it was not unreasonable to ask him not 
to injure them until he was prepared 
with the short-service Army, which wa- 
so largely to take their place. The steps 
he proposed to take would be irrevocable, 
the injury might easily be irreparable. 
The Volunteers and Militia could not be 
discouraged and disbanded in all direc- 
tions without inflicting an injury on the 
whole force, which it would take many 
years of patient effort to repair. There 
was one vital feature of this subject 
which ought not to be omitted. He 
regretted that the right hon. Gentleman 
was inclined to make too sweeping 
assertions for a person who occupied 
so responsible a post. During the recess 
the right hon. Gentleman permitted 
himself to say— 

“The condition of the British Army was a 
danger to the very existence of the Empire ; 
that we wanted the best and had the very 
worst.” 

But he told his would-be constituents 
at Croydon that— 

«Enemies of England all over the world would 
rejoice at the advent of a Liberal Government 
to power.” 


In that general chorus of jubila- 
tion there would, at any rate, be 
one regret. Foreign nations would have 
to rely for their information upon their 
own intelligence departments, and they 
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would not be able to avail themselves of | defence, 
the very excellent and candid reports | were true, 


which they had furnished from time to 
time by the British Minister for War. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The words 
the hon. Member quotes come from one 


of the most distinguished members of the | 


Army Intelligence Department. 


Mr. CHURCHILL remarked that the 
right hon. Gentleman, at any rate, put 
them forward on his own authority. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman told them 
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| sacrifice 


that if the command of the sea were lost | 


there would be nothing for it but to sur- 
render within six days, It was, perhaps, 
ot worth while to speculate upon such 


hideous nightmares as that, but he was | 
not at all sure they could predicate with | 


absolute certainty that they would be 


ready to surrender within such a very | 


short time as that. The 
Gentleman was very scornful about the 
service clubs and service Members, 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I said 


nothing about the service Members. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke of service clubs, and 
service Members were all members of 
those clubs. They deserved somthing 
hetter from the right hon. Gentleman 
than suggestions that their patriotism 
and intelligence were not what they 
ought to be. The right hon. Gentleman 
said one man in circumstances where 
they might depend upon him might be 
more valuable than ten upon whom they 
might or might not depend. Had the 
rigat hon. Gentleman already forgotten 
South Africa? Would anvone eontend 
that one Regular soldier on whom the 
War Oftice could depend was worth more 
for effective service than any ten Aus- 
tralians, or Canadians, or Imperial Light 
Horseman, whom nobody dreamt before 
the war would give their services at all ? 
No one could say what this mighty Em- 
pire could devil sp in the face of sufficient 
need and caus». It was pedantry to 
suppose their resources were limited by 
the records kept at the War Office of the 
number of men available. 


On 


The right hon. Gentleman saia they 
did not want an Army for home 


right hon. | 
lof war 
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but for India. If that 
and £30,000,000 a year 


were imposed on the people of this 
country for the sole defence of India, if 
would arouse most serious discussion 
It had always hitherto been understood 
that India should provide for her own 
defence. Of course she might count 
on the backing of Great Britain in 
time of peril; and that we would 
strain every nerve and make every 
to aid her defence of her 
North-West Frontier. But nothing could 
remove the primary and permanent 
respensibility and obligation which was 
upon every people for the defence, security, 
and safeguarding of their own soil. 
And in the case of India, it was not 
merely a moral but a practical responsi- 
bility. Many months, he was told by 
people who understood these things, 
possibly a year, and even more than a 
year, would elapse after the declaration 
before the destruction of the 
enemy's navy was so complete as to 
enable that tremendous operation of 
transporting 300,000 or 400,000 men 
to the other side of the earth through 
seas possibly swept by hostile cruisers. 
And, in the meanwhile, India would be 
depending on her own resources, how- 


ever vast, however complete our 
preparations in this country might 
be. He hoped this aspect of the 


situation had not escaped the atten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman and 
the various Committees of which he 


was a meinber He did not join 
himself with the alarmists, who 
were always imagining that we 
were on the eve of Armageddon. 
He did not think that strategic 


railways carried the problem of the 
defence of India into a new plane, nor 
a plane which was bound to have been 
unforseen for many years. After all, 
the central facts of the situation had 
been unaltered, and a long period must 
elapse after the declaration of war 
before either Russia or England could 
bring their main power to bear in the 
struggle. It was unnecessary to alarm 
ourselves by any features which were 
contained in the general international 
situation or by the two new facts 
created by the Anglo-French agreement 
and the agtounding drama of the war 
in the Far East. These could not 
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make in the mind of any reasonable 
man our military situation less secure 
than it was. For nearly a quarter of 
a century we had had alarms raised 
and a great quantity of nonsense had 
been poured out in regard to Russian 
designs on India. When we reflected 
on the perils through which that dynasty 
was passing, on the sufferings of her 
people, on the financial embarrassments 
which must, for many years, harass 
her Government, it did not seem un- 
reasonable to calculate that our dangers 
in respect to the defence of India were 
more remote in point of time and pro- 
babilities than ever they were before. 


He commended this reduction to the 
Committee. He did not say that 
£1,000,000 was the whole economy which 
might be effected, or that it would satisfy 
hon. Gentlemen who sat on those benches. 
He did not say that £1,000,000 would 
satisfy the country, which had heard 
pledges of reduction from the right hon. 
Gentleman; but it was a substantial 
sum, and nobody who voted for it would 
be committed to that sum as the whole 
policy of reduction of expenditure on the 
Army. If he were to prevail with the 
Committee in regard to this reduction— 
and he would be optimistic to assume 
that he would—he would point out that 
there would be no difficulty in carrying 
it into practical effect. After all, a 
reduction in the number of units was 
admitted last year by the right hon. 
Gentleman as indispensable so far as the 
United Kingdom was concerned. No 
discharges of soldiers now serving would 
be necessary. All that would have to be 
done was to raise the standard of re- 


cruiting, the enlisting would then 
automatically fall. Moreover, with a 


reduced demand for recruits the in- 
creased pay lately offered would begin 
to operate beneficially by giving a greater 
power of selection, and, consequently, an 
improvement in qualitv which would 
be a compensating gain and_ result 
in further and larger economies in the 
direction of a diminution 

perfectly useless men now 
at so great annual cost. He moved 
this reduction in the _ interests of 
economy and as a sincere, solemn, and 
deliberate protest against the errors and 
miscalculations of the military policy 


Mr. Churchill. 


enlisted 
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during the last five years, and as a warn- 
ing, perhaps a vain attempt, to stop all 
those ill-advised changes which ill- 
affected every branch of our land forces, 
and particularly the Volunteers and 
Militia. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That asum, not exceeding £9,101,000, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Churchi!!). 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) said he did not, as a rule, 
agree with the hon. Gentleman opposite 
in the strictures upon the Government 
which he addressed to the House. There 
was a time when he did not very often 
agree with his remarks, but he confessed 
that although he was still, unlike the 
hon. Member, a supporter of the present 
Government, he did agree with a great 
deal that had just fallen from him in his 
exceedingly, able, eloquent, and weighty 
speech. He did not propose to vote for the 
reduction, because he did not himself see 
any necessity had been proved for reduc- 
ing the number of the Regular Forces ; but 
he held that the present administration 
of the War Office had been and was in 
many respects most unfortunate. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War, although he credited him 
with the very highest motives in his desire 
to do everything that was best for the 
Army, had succeeded in discouraging 
every branch of the service—Regulars, 
Yeomanry, Militia, and Volunteers. The 
position was now veryserious. He was 
not going to follow the hon. Gentleman 
opposite in speaking generally on the 
whole Army question, because he did 
not profess to have a detailed knowledge 
of Army affairs, and he was very careful 
not to speak on matters of this sort which 
he did not himself understand. But 
he could speak with knowledge on 
the Militia, and he thovght that the 
treatment of that force by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War of the Militia had been more 
unfortunate than his treatment of any 
other branch of the service. The right 
hon. Gentleman was vnderstoed to have 
a theory that many connected with the 
Auxiliary Forces were sufficiently un- 
patriotic to fight for their own unit to 


_the detriment of the reform of the Army 
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generally. He hoped his right hon, 
friend would not accuse him of taking 
that line. He spoke for the Militia 
because he knew something of the Militia. 
If the right hen. Gentleman proved to 
him that the Militia was useless, that it 
was redandant, that it stood in the way 
of other and greater reforms which should 
b> affected, he should be the first to say, 
‘Let the Militia go.” But in taking the 
view which the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken, in saying that the Militia 
was useless, that it ought to be abolished 
or altered out of all recognition, the 
right hon. Gentleman, in his opinion, had 
entirely misread the waole history of 
recent. years. The Militia sent out 
5!,000 men to South Africa during the 
late war. In addition to that, they 
varrisoned a large part of the Mediter- 
ranean stations and thereby set free the 
Regular troops which enabled Lord 
Roberts to strike hard at the Boers. 
Further, the Militia practically garrisoned 
the whole of this country during the war. 
The right hon. Gentleman was certain 
that this country was never going to be 
invaded, and that the Militia garrison was 
absolutely not wanted. But he asked 
the Committee what would have been 
the feeling of the country if the whole 
of the Regular Army except striplings 
of recruits had been sent to South Africa. 
and no force like the Militia had been 
there to take their place, even if invasion 
was not possible ? He ventured to think 
that the Militia had done a great service 
in the late crisis. 

He asked what the right hon. Gentleman 
was going to do with the Militia, the Yeo- 
manry, the Volunteers, and, most em- 
phatically,with the Regular Army? This 
uncertainty was doing great harm to the 
whole service. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite had pointed out the innumerable 
changes which had been made in the ser- 
vice in recent years. Moreover, changes 
were always being threatened, but not 
carried out. Nobody knew what the right 
hon. Gentleman really proposed to do. 
Last vear the right hon. Gentleman had a 
plan for abolishing the Militia, but the 
opposition of the House was too strong 
and the right hon. Gentleman was not 
able to proceed with it. That encouraged 


him to raise his voice once more, and to 
hopethat that scheme wasfinally dropped. 
But the right hon, Gentleman apparently 
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still believed that the best plan would 
be to level up the Militia battalions to 
the standard of the Line, and make them 
the nucleus of the home-service Army. 
Was the right hon. Gentleman, if he got 
the chance, still inclined to try and carry 
out that scheme? The Committee and 
the country ought to know. The right 
hon. Gentleman spoke of the unsatis- 
factory condition of the Militia ; but 
nothing could make it more unsatisfac- 
tory than the uncertainty that prevailed 
as to the future, both among ollicers 
and men. The right hon. Gentleman, 
in the Memorandum which he issued 
with the Estimates said that— 

“The condition of the Militia 
unsatisfactory.” 

Whose fault was that? The Militia or 
the War Office? For many vears the 
War Office had never given the Militia 
a chance of being satisfactory. Then the 
right hon. Gentleman said that— 


remained 


~A considerable portion of the Militia Ar- 
tillery is redundant for defence purposes.” 

Now, why were they redundant ? No 
explanation was given of that criticism. 
The right hon, Gentleman did not say 
what part was redundant; and he left 
every unit of the Militia Artillery to 
wonder whether they were included in 
that sweeping statement. And then the 
right hon. Gentleman went on— 

* [t is obvious that if the Militia is to be used 
for service abroad, it must undergo a longer 
period of training than at present, and must 
be provided with a larger number of trained 
officers than it at present possesses.” 

From what had been said with regard to 
the Militia one would have imagined that 
they had never been sent abroad before ; 
but 60,000 of them had served abroad 
and had conducted themselves creditably 
in field and garrison duty. What steps 
had the right hon, Gentleman or his pre- 
decessor taken to provide more training 
for officers and men? The right hon. 
Gentleman said more trained officers were 
required, and yet from the Militia on 
duty at Malta six officers were taken for 
the Line. Longer training was necessary, 
but nothing was said of the time to be 
given; it was left vague, as everything 
else, Year after year suggestions were 
made about battalions to be abolished, 
but nobody knew whether his battalion 
was on the black list. In another place 
the Government had a Bill for making 
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service abroad compulsory for the Militia. 
Th Militia had hardly ever failed to 
volunteer for such service in the past, and 
they would willingly accept such a pro- 
posal, but there was no great reform in 
that. Without it the War Office could 
accomplish what they required. The 
Militia bad no desire to stand in the way 
of Army reform, but if they were to be of 
any use they should receive some en- 
couragement. 
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Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): I sympathise with the 
hon, Member in the resentment he has | 
expressed, or, if that is too strong a word, | 
inthe regret he has expressed, and his | 
deep sense of the injury that is being 
done by the state of uncertainty which | 
the Government have created in respect | 
to the Militia. He must, however, not be | 
surprised, for uncertainty marks the | 
whole pelicy of the Government at) 
present. It is bad for everything, bad 
for trade, bad for the Army, bad for the 
Militia; but the one policy in which the | 
Government are successful is in prolong- | 
ing uncertainty. I say the Government, | 
for I do not blame the Secretary of State | 
for War for deliberately prolonging the | 
uiceltainty, and, indeed, he has eX: | 
pressed his views far more clearly than | 
the views of the Government have been | 
expressed; but in order that he may | 
escape trom the charge we must ask him | 
for whom does he speak? Is it for the | 
Government, or does he give his al 
opinion merely ? | 


| 


Last year we assumed | 
—too much assumed, perhaps—that he | 
was speaking on behalf of the Govern- | 
ment, end we expected that greater | 
changes would follow: but it is always | 
the case, we have to hear a policy from 
each Minister separately, unsupported by 
his colleagues. I know that the Prime | 
Minister has urgent and, no doubt, pro- | 
longed duties elsewhere ; and my object is 
not to complain so much of his absence as 
to ask, when he is absent, do we get the | 
opinion of the Government ? For it seems | 
to me the Government have come to be in 
the u:.fortunate pos.tion of the Tsar, whose 
habit it is to see his Ministers separately, 
and each Minister speaks without refer- 
ence to the views of his colleagues. But 
that cannot be satisfactory to this House 
in the settlement of a policy. We are 


left altogether in doubt as to the pro- 
Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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posals of last year as compared with those 
of this year, and in still more doubt as 
to how far they have the sanction of the 
Government. We know that the Govern- 
ment approved of the proposals of the 
right hon, Gentleman’s predecessor, for 
the Prime Minister took an active part 
in defending them. We resisted the 
proposals because we thought them un- 
suitable, we gave them strong opposition, 
and our objections the Government now 
hold—or if they do not hold with our 
opinion they act as if they do. T shoul | 
like to know in relation to the Estimates 
this year how much money has been 
spent in initiating the proposals of the 
Secretary of State for India which has 


| now been rendered an absolutely useless 


expenditure by this change of policy, 


From the present Secretary of State for 
War we were led by his earlier speeches 
to expect great changes, and great changes 
rapidly, But now he tells us, not in the 
tone of one who advises us that we may 
expect great changes soon, to be thank- 
ful that a beginning has been made. No 
doubt we have hid some changes: 
the War Office has be-n reorganised 
by the right hon, Geitleman. The 
War Office needed to be reorganised, 
because nobody spoke more scathingly ef 
its conditions previous to its reform than 
the right hon. Gentleman, and it was 
generally understood that the War Office 
was more or less inconfysion. The right 
hon. Gentleman has, no doubt, stirred it 
up a great deal; but when you stir con- 
fusion it is possible, instead of producing 
order, to produce chaos. However 
perfect the reorganisation of the Wa’ 
Office may be on paper, what I feel a little 
doubt about is whether it is working 
with the smoothness and freedom from 
confusion and with the perfect order that 
the Secretary of State no doubt believes 
it is working with. It is not enough to 
reorganise ; the reorganisation must work 
smoothly. 


When we come to the higher matters 
of policy on which the size of our 
Army and the expenditure on our 
Army depend, we have no result at 
all. We have no economy at all 
in the sense of a reduction of expendi- 
ture. The Secretary of State for War 
tells us we cannot have economy unless 
we reduce something which costs money, 
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ani that something must be numbers of 
men. Then he says it is unpatriotic to 
reduce ths Regular Army; so that can- 
ot be done. It might be pxtriotic, but 
is is not possible, owing either to the 
ense of the House or of the country to 
reduce the Militia; therefore that can- 
not be done. The one thing he assures 
the House he can succeed in doing is to 
reduce the Volunteers. There I take 
issue with him on a matter of policy. 
fhis Government his been liberal in 
promises for the last few years that they 
would reduce expenditure 01 the Army. 
If they went out to-day they would 
be known as the Government which 
promised to reluce expeaditure on the 
Army but succeeded in reducing expendi- 
ture on the Navy. Not only has there 
been an entire failure to reduce expendi- 
ture on the Army, but the Army Ksti- 
mates are the biggest that we have ever 
had in time of peace. The Secretary of 
State for War will no doubt say it is not 
enough for us merely to declare our 
differences; that we ought to give some 
indication of the direction in which our 
minds would work if we were ina posi- 
tion to apply a policy of our own. I 
have always hoped that we should get 
some results from the new Committee of 
Defence. It is a thing to be judged by 
its results, and until we have the results 
we cannot feel sure that the Committee 
of Defence has been justified. 


Two results, I think, we have got from 
them. One is a declaration from the Prime 
Minister that we may put the question 
of a serious invas‘on on one side, and 
the other, which we learn from the Prime 
Minister’s speeches, is that the measure 
o' what we require in the way of an 
Army is the defence of the Indian 
frontier. I do not say that is the only 
purpose for which an Army will be re- 
quired, but I understand the conten- 
tion of the Government to be that 
if we have an Army suitable and large 
enough to defend the Indian frontier 
we may consider that we have an 
Army adequate for all the purposes for 
which we are likely to need an Army. 
Then, I ask, if that be so, how is it that 
the number of the Regular Army has 
been so much increased since 1898 ? 
What has happened since then to make 
a larger Army necessary for us? Three 
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things have happened since 1898. One 
is that the Boer military power has been 
broken, and thereby, of course, a military 
danger has been removed. The second 
thing is that the Russian power has been 
greatly exhaus‘el and weak2nod, which, 
of cours», is the power that military men 
are thinking of when they discuss the 
defence of the Indian frontie. I am 
aware that, if the result of the war that 
is now going o1 is t» place that part of 
the globe for ever outside any objective 
of Russia, we may assume that the 
Russian objective in fut ire y-ars will be 
more coicntrated at some other poin®. 
I take that ito account in svving that 
Russia his bean weak>ned and is being 
weakened in the present war. But I 
thiak that my hon. friend the Member 
for Uldam is entirely justified in saying 
that althoush,the Russian railways may 
have come closer to the Indian frontier 
than they were some vears ago, vet with 
regard to the time it would take to reach 
the Indian frontier Russia is further off 
to-day than at any time. But the point 
is that the Government have come to the 
conclision that we do not need to keep 
up a Regular Army for home defence. 
All these things point to a reduction of 
our Regular Army; and if our Regular 
Army is not to be greatly reduced, 
then it must be either because in 
1898 we were keepmg up an Army 
which was too small, or because the 
danger to the Indian frontier at that 
time was very much underest mited. 
I do not think the danger to the Indian 
frontier ever has been underestimated 
in this House. 


I am assuming, of course, that when 
we talk abort the defence of the 
Indian frontier we do not mean to 
embark on any forward policy. If we 
embark on the policy of exten ling our 
Indian frontier in order to meet Russia 
at a more distant point than our own 
bas? in Asia, then [I think we shall be 
increasing our liabilities and decreasing 
our strength, and no doubt then we 
should have demands for a larger Army, 
Tam assuming that it still remus the 
policy of the Government that we should 
not have a forward policy 01 the Indian 
irontier; that our policy should be one 
of defence, of making ourselves strong 
where we are, and of awaiting the attac«, 
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if attack ever be made. What I suppose 
the Committee of Defence is engaged in 
considering is what is the force of the 
attack that may possibly be made on 
the Indian frontier? Then vou have 
to take into account not only the force 
you may possibly have to resist on the 
Indian frontier, but the time which it 
must, in any circumstances, take the 
Russian Government to place that force 
there. Until vou have got this point 
satisfactorily settled, no doubt it is im- 
possible to say what is the actual size 
at which our Regilar Army should be 
maintained. | admit, if your policy on 
the Indian frontier is sound, if you make 
due allowance for the time it must take 
for any hostile force to be placed on 
that frontier, if vou have thought out 
the problem with these limitations, then 
you must have a Regular Army and 
Reserves large enough to defend the Indian 
frontier from attack in the first instance. 


The Secretary of State for War will tell 
us that we must not only have men to put 
the Indian frontier in a state of defence 
in the first instance, but we must have a 
large number of mento keep upoursupply. 
I suppose he weuld wish to have a larger 
number of men who are liable in any 
circumstances for full service. Now here 
is my first departure from him in policy. 
and why TIT sympathise with the hon. 
Member for Tunbridge. I think in the 
question of Army reform the position of 
the Militia should have been reviewed, 
but it should have been reviewed in 
the opposite sense to which it has bern 
reviewed by the Secretary of State for 
War. I should like to see the home- 
service Army placed on a Militia basis. 
As the hon. Member for Oldham says, 
you should assimilate the home-service 
Army to the Militia instead of assimilating 
the Militta to the Regular Army. You 
should meke the Militia the foundation 
instead of making it the s pplement— 
and much grudged supplement—of the 
home-service Army which you are 
thinking of establishing. You should give 
the Militia decent encouragement; but 


its position now is that of a force which 
is grudged by the Secretary of State for 
War, and of a force which, in no cireum- 
stances, is to be allowed to become too 
attractive, for fear that it should inter- 
fere with enlistment in the Regular Army. 


Sir Edward Grey. 
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Until you assign a better place to the 
Militia in the Army scheme it is im- 
possible for the Militia to become a 
really great and important foundation of 
our military strength. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : How ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: By enlarging 
it,by improving it, and by encouraging it. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: How ? 
Str EDWARD GREY : I might say by 


treating it in the opposite way to which 
the Secretary of State for War proposes to 
treat it. 


There is another matter to which 
I attach still more importance. If 
you prepare for a great war such as the 
defence of the Indian frontier would be, 
you will require, not a moder: te number 
of men, but a large and indefinite number, 
You will no doubt require a moderate 
number of well trained men to give 
security at the outset. But after that in 
a really great war you will need a large 
and indefinite number of men to give the 
country staying power. You cannot 
provide these men by increasing the 
number of the Regular troops or Reserves 
or even Militia in time of peace, You 
can never in that way produce the number 
of men you will need in a great war. 
What we shall have to do if we are ever 
engaged in a great war is to rely on our 
Navy and our Regular Army as prepared 
in time of peace to give us security 
at the outset, and then, to give our- 
selves staying power, to manufacture 
soldiers as the war goes on. I believe 
that is what Japan has been doing in 
the present war, and doing with 
conspicuous success, How are we to 
get these large numbers in time of war 
and as quickly s possible? We can 
only get them out of the Volunteers. 
That is why I think that a fatal mistake 
in the present proposals of the Secretary 
of State for War is the limitation he pro- 
poses to put on the number of the 
Volunteers. Of all forces, the Volunteers 
are the one that should be left unlimited 
—they should be encouraged without 
limit. We have plenty of raw material 
in this country, only a comparatively 
small proportion of which we can make 
into trained soldiers in time of peace. 
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But when they are put to it in war|that the country would really depend 


much depends upon how far we have en- 
couraged them to prepare themselves in 
time of peace by military training. 


most elementary training. Above all, vou 
should put no limit on the numbers who 
will engage in the process of elementary 
training. 


Why does the Secretary of State 
for War embark on this fatal policy 
of limiting the Volunteers ? Because, 
he says, they are rooted to the soil, 
and, therefore, he assumes 
will be of no use for service abroad. 
[agree that the Volunteers, having 
undertaken no liability to serve abroad, 
are rooted to the soil in the sense that 
they will never encourage this country 
to embark on military policy; they 
will not be anxious to engage in a great 
war for a small cause, nor will they 
desire that such conditions should 
arise as would cause them to be 


asked to volunteer for service abroid, | 


But, in a national emergency, they would 


come forward, and, [ believe, freely, for | 
The Secretary of State | 


service anywhere. 
for War relies on the experience of the 


upon them in time of stress. I think the 


| Volunteers were regarded, certainly until 
| recent years, as if they were a luxury, kept 
Nothing should be neglected, not even the | 


that they | 


South African War as an indication that | 


you cannot rely on the Volunteers in 
large numbers coming to the help of the 
country by serving abroad, The analogy 
is entirely misleading. I do not think 
they had a fair chance. They were 
asked to volunteer when the war was 
said to be over. But, above and apart 
from that, you Cannot compare the South 
African War with such a war as that 
on the Indian frontier. The country 
assumed, no doubt, throughout the South 
African War that in the long run we 
must have success; and [| trust that 
when we are engaged in another war the 
conditions under which that war is waged 
—the conditions of unreadiness and want 
of preparation—will uever be so dis- 
couraging on the part of our Government 
as they were then. But the South 
African War will be no test of the spirit 
of the country if we were engaged in a 
really national emergency in defending 
tie Indian frontier, and what the Volun- 
teers have done in the past is no measure 
of what they may do in the future. 
They have never been encouraged in the 
past, in the sense of being made to feel 


up and supported and encouraged by the 
Government to a certain limited extent, 
not for the sake of the country, but for 
their own sakes, because it was a healthy 
| recreation for them to have a certain 
/amount of military training. We have 
got a little beyond that now, because I 
think the Secretary of State for War does 
allot to them a really responsible position 
in his Army scheme, that of home defence. 
But if that home defence is to be a matter 
of five men in a dinghy, as described by 
my hon. friend, and we are to maintain 
200,000 Volunteers, vou cannot say that 
that isa very stimulating responsibility 
to lay upon them. They must feel more 
|than that. The Volunteers, I think, 
must be made to feel that their system is 
a real system of national training, by 
means of which, if this country is ever 
attacked in a great war, either at home 
or abroad, the nation will be able to use 
all its resources and united energies for 
the defence of any part of the Hmpire. 


What [ think the Government ought to 
do is, without anv limit of numbers, to 
concentrate their attention on physical 
development and the elementary training 
of as large numbers of the population as 
possible as Volunteers. A reasonable 
number of fully-trained men, as good as 
possible, we must have, no doubt; but to 
multipiy those numbers of the Regular 
Army beyond a limited point is to do so 
at the expense of our staying power, at 
the expense of the Volunteers, and at the 
expense of our power of standing a strain 
ina really serious war. It is, I think, only 
by an encouragement of the Volunteers 
and by encouraging them in unlimited 
numbers, that we can prepare the nation 
for the strain of a really great war without 
laying upon it an intolerable annual 
burden of expenditure in time of peace. 
If you are going to limit vour Volunteers 
you will, sooner or later, drift into con- 
scription. The real alternative to con- 
seription is unlimited encouragement ot 
the Volunteers. We are reproached from 
abroad, sometimes, that our hatred of 


conscription, which I believe to be a 


thoroughly healthy spirit, shows a lack of 
| public spirit. We are against conscription 
\ 
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because, owing to our insular position 
and the strength of our Navy, we 
believe we can rely upon public spirit to 
undergo voluntarily some preparation, 
however elementary, in time of peace. I 
differ entirely from the Secretary of 
State as to the value of the Volunteers. 
I believe if we make the country feel that 
we rely upon them as an organisation on 
which we shall depend for our staying 
power in time of war, then, not only can 
we do without conscription, but, in a 
national emergency, if we appeal to the 
Volunteers in that spirit, the response 
will be adequate to any strain that 
may be put upon the country. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I always 
listen to the speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman with interest and pleasure, 
and J thought that on this occasion I was 
going to have that pleasure added to, for 
I thought he was going to go a little 
further and adduce more constructive sug- 
gestions than he did, though I readily ad- 
mit that it was not his duty to make those 
constructive suggestions to me. 


I have heard the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman and that of thehon. Member for 
Oldham with interest, but, I am bound 
to say, not with that degree of instruction 
which I had hoped to obtain from them. 
I confess I am impenitent after hearing all 
that the hon. Member and the right bon. 
Gentleman opposite had to say. I venture 
to trust that the hon. Member for Old- 
ham will not repeat his suggestion that 
I had promised large economies in the 
present year. I think I did quote, with 
perfect accuracy, on a previous occasion 
the actual words which I used. I said 
then, and I say again now, knowing what 
I knew last vear and knowing whav I 
know now, it would have been folly to 
have promised economies which I knew 
could not possibly be realised. I go 
back once more to the statement of fact 
that. as long as the House of Commons 
desires to have the whole of this great 
military paraphernalia kept up, they will 
have to pay for it. [An Hon. MemBer: 


Not all of it.] Let us realise what that 

negative means. We have been told over 

and over again by the right hon. Gentle- 

man opposite that we are not to have 

any reduction of the Volunteer force. 
Sir Edward Grey. 
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Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : The whole House. 
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Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): No. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Let us 
rule that out of the argument for the 
moment. We have been told, I think, 
with equal emphasis by the hon. Member 
for Tunbridge that we are to have 
no reduction of the Militia. Then it 
is perfectly obvicus that if you are to 
have any reduction at all you are to have 
it on the Regular Army. 

The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
said that I had proposed n> reduc- 
tion of the Regular Army. That, | 
think, was inexact. It is, in fact, very 
far from what I have proposed. | 
have proposed a reduction in the Regular 
Army ;_ but I have proposed a reduction 
which is consistent with the conditions 
which the right hon. Gentleman himse|! 
laid down as being those which ouglit 
to guide any prudent Minister contem- 
plating what this country may have 
to face. I quite recognise that there 
has been, owing to circumstances with 
which we have had nothing to do, a 


ditente in the pressure in the Far 
East. I also recognise with the 
right hon. Gentleman, who is well 


acquainted with foreign difficulties. of 
this kind, that we must not count too 
much upon the permanent character of 
that détente, because the withdrawal of 
responsibility and effort from one quarter 
may mean the concentration of responsi- 
bility and effort on another. 


But I am _ prepared to take the 
view that that change ought to 


lead, and may reasoaably lead, to a 
relaxation of the effort which we have 
hitherto been making. That is the view I 
have always taken. I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to contemplate this problem 
as it presents itself to me—not, as some 
hon. Members appeared to think, after 
some hasty reconsideration of the 
pamphlets of a past aze, but after a real 
endeavour to ascertain what are all the 
available facts that are open to me as a 
Minister. 

I think I understood the hon. Member 
for Oldham to ask why have the War 
Office, or the Government, not found 
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out before that the centre of gravity, so 
to speak, of our military structure now 
lies outside these islands? I think the 
answer is pretty plain. The whole 
science of defensive and offensive warfare 
at sea has been revolutionised, The Navy 
has been more than doubled in strength. 
I really find it difficult to argue these 
points with hon. Members who do not 
take into account the revolution in 
modern naval warfare; and when the 
hon. Member for Oldham speaks, not very 
definitely, but rather by way of suggestion 
or innuendo, in condemnation of the 
action of the Government in altering 
their policy with regard to the defence of 
Loadoi, I wonder if he really has taken 
into account what has happened with 
resird to the defence of this country at 
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sea. I invite the hon. Member to go 
round that chain of fortifications 
outside London and to contemplate 
the arrangements that were made 
under different conlitions for the 
dsfence of London. And then I 


invite him to transfer his activities to 
Portsmouth, to Chatham, or Sheerness, 
and see what has been put in the 
place of what has been abandoned. 
There has been a transformation of which 
oily those who have followed it closely 
can have any conception. That is the 
reason why we have, without laying our- 
selves open to a charge of inconsistency, 
shifted the centre of gravity of our 
military edifice from this country to 
abroad, 


The right hon. Gentleman says we 
are exaggerating the danger and the 


de nands on the Indian frontier. That 
is not a question which I desire to discuss 
in any very great detail on this 
occasion, Nor one that I think can with 
very great advantage be discussed in the 
House of Commons at all. But I would 
most emphatically say this, that the 
Government and the War Office are, in 
this matter, acting entirely in accordance 
with the advice and the recommendations 
and the demands of the Government of 
In lia. We are endeavouring to provide 
troops sufficient to meet the demands of 
the Government of India. 


Two authorities have been impugned 
this afternoon. The Government are 
constantly made the object of criticism. 
But when we have criticism of equal 
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certaiaty directed against, not only the 
Government of India and the military 
administration of India, but against the 
Committee of Defence, which, after all, 
is manned, in spite of some derogatory 
remarks which have been made, by very 
competent and experienced soldiers and 
sailors, I think we are entitled to pause 
and ask whether they are not at least as 
likely to be right as any individual critic 
in the House of Commons. We are 
endeavouring to provide for the demands 
of the Indian Government in time of war, 


‘We know what was the number of Regular 


troops sent abroad in the South African 
War. It is perfectly certain thit we shall 
not want a smaller number to provide for 
a war in India if ever we should be 
so unfortunate as to be engaged in one. 
If it is not less, if we assume it is 
even the same, what shall we have to 
do? We shall have to provide a force 
infinitely in excess of that which we have 
ever provide! on any single occasion in 
our history except that of the South 
African War. We shall have to provide 
a large force inthe field who will be pitted 
against a regular well-trained European 
army. We shall not only have to put it 
in the field, but we shall bave to reinforce 
it and keep it adequat:ly supplied; and 
if there is one lesson which, to my mind, 
was more cleirly taught than another by 
the mobilisation at the commencement of 
the last war it was this, that, in order to 
mobilise satisfactorily and with advan- 
tage, you must have an ample number of 
units andan ample R>serve. 

I challenge the right hon. Gentleman 
to contradict me when I say that if 


you follow the policy adumbrated 
by the hon. M-mber for Oldham, 
and put the Army bick on a seven 


and five vears basis of enlistment—even 
keeping the whole of the units of the 
Army at their present numbers—you 
will have a Reserve entirely inadequate 
to the demands of war in India. If you 
carry out the only line of retrenchment 
which the House apparently, as repre- 
sented in this Committee, would allow, if 
you begin to cut down the units of the 
Regular Army, not only will you have a 
Reserve enormously diminished and 
utterly inadequate to the needs of the 
Army, but you will have a number of 
units which will be still more inadequate, 
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because the units are more important 
than the men. I would challenge any 
hon. or right hon. Gentleman who will 
go through these figures as I have gone 
through them to contradict that state- 
ment by any calculation he may choose 
to make. I have made the calculation 
over and over again, and I say the 
difficulty will be, not the enormous 
redundancy of units, but more probably 
that we shall be face to face with a 
deficiency of units when we are called 
upon to mobilise. 


Army 


But the right hon. Gentleman said 
that you must reduce the Regular 
Army. That is exactly what I propose 
to do. I propose not to reduce units—I 
do not believe that is permissible—but 
to reduce upon the establishments 
and the cost of the existing units, 
That brings me to a remark made by the 
hon. Member for Oldham, and echoed by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite, which 
is very significant. He said you are 
following a wrong line in endeavouring 
to make the Regular Army the basis of 
your territorial Army; that you ought 
to make the Militia the basis of the 
territorial Army. As a general principle 
] do not quarrel with that statement. I 
think less divides us than some hon. 
Members would perhaps suppose. But 
I will give my reason as clearly as T can 
for not accepting that conclusion. If 
you accept it you are face to face with 
one of two alternatives. The question 
of cost will at once compel you to strike 
out of existence a large number of Line 
battalions. [Oppostrion cries of “ Hear, 
hear!”] I am with the hon. Member 
with regard to a limited number of those 
battalions on this condition—that you 
replace them by something as competent 
as that which you destroy. But if you 
ate to keep the whole of the Regular 
battalions, not striking any out at all, you 
must put some of them on a lower 
establishment. Otherwise there is no 
diminution, and you at once have the 
Army Estimates up to £32,000,000 and 

33,000,000. I desire to keep those 
battalions. I desire to maintain intact, 
for instance, the 93rd Highlanders; I 
desire to keep the whole of these his- 
torical battalions in existence. [An Hon. 
Memper: What about the fourteen 
Line battalions.] That does not refer 
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to the fourteen Line battalions. I think 
it would be possible to reduce those 
battalions provided we were satisfied 
that fourteen other battalions as good 
could take their places. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: What is the object 


of the operation in that case ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The object 
of the operation is to give an opportunity 
to battalions with a longer history and 
greater traditions of taking their places 
in a territorial organisation which would 
enable a wider distribution of territorial 
battalions to be made than is com- 
patible with a continuance of the sup- 
port of the four battalion . regiments. 
But if you keep up the whole of the 
Line battalions you must pay the extra 
cost or reduce some of them in number. 
It is an entire fallacy to suggest that 
by doing so you are inflicting any 
disability on officers or men in these 
battalions. This is what I want the 
Committee to understand—that in creat- 
ing short-service battalions you are in 
no way interfering with the prestige or 
amenities of the existing battal.o s. 
That can only be alleged by those who 
are not acquainted with the condition of 
the Army. There are battalions which 
have been abroad ten, fifteen, and in 
some cases twenty years ; there are batta- 
lions linked at home for the same period. 
There are battalions now in this country 
composed of 400 or 500 men, of whom 
five-sixths are short-service men, who do 
not go, and are not capable of going, 
outside this country at all. What df- 
ference is there, in the case of either 
officer or man, if he is in a battalion 
serving at home when he is unfit to go 
abroad and if he serves in a battalion 
abroad when he is fit to go abroad? It 
has been suggested that officers will 
select the long-service battalions in pre- 
ference to the short. That is a misappre- 
hension of any proposal made to the 
House. The proposal has been made 
that officers should do precisely what 
they do now—that they should be trans- 
ferred from a battalion at home to a 
battalion abroad. But I seriously warn 
all my military friends that this is the 
only alternative to the destruction of the 
battalions themselves, 
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The hon. Member for Oldham—and his 
views are shared by others—thinks we 
might take the Militia as the entire 
material for our home Army. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I did not say that. 
I am sure you will always need to have 
a very considerable body of Regular 
troops in this country. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I quite 
understand that. When I said home 
Army I meant short-service Army. It 
is obvious that we must get a Reserve 
in some shape or another. I understand 
it was rather the view of the hon. 
Member that we ought to have a short- 
service Army, composed of the Militia, 
to reinforce the Regular Army in time 
of war. 


Army 


Now let us see what that really 
means in practice. We have 124 
battalions of Militia. The Militia 


are now serving for three months on 
enlistment and receiving one month’s 
annual training. It would take the 
ordinary Militiamen some fifteen years to 
get the amount of training which the 
soldier enlisted for two years gets during 
his period of service, to say nothing of 
training afterwards, when he is called out 
in the Reserve. Are we to take the 
Militia as they are to form the active 
Reserve of the Regular Army abroad ? 
There is absolutely no conflict of military 
opinion on this question—the general 
view both in Europe and America is 
that you cannot put troops into the 
field against a Regular Army with 
training such as the Militia gets. The 
cas2 of the Boers is cited. I do not 
believe there can be a more Certain 
way of confusing counsel than to 
introduce misleading analogies of the 
kind which we have heard. I speak 
of the Militiaman as I know him. Let 
me give a single fact about the Militia. 
It is about 90,000 strong. 35,000 recruits 
go into the Militia in the year, and, of 
course, necessarily that number, and in- 
deed more, go out. 


Mr, COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfieli): 15,000 go to the 
Army. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That only | 
strengthens my contention. So transient ! 
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is the condition of the Militia that 
35,000 men go in in a single year and 
35,000 men goout. The hon. Member for 
Lichfield reminds me that 15,000 of these 
men go into the Army. My: right hon. 
friend spoke about improving the Militia 
and making them something different. 
I would give a great deal to know how 
that process is to be accomplished in 
any other way than I have suggested. 


[have suggested that the Militia should 
be put on a basis which would be self- 
contained ; that it should be regarded as 
a substantive force; that it should be 
capable of being used for service abroad ; 
that a man entering the Militia should 
do his service in the Militia. Whether 
you call it home Army or Militia I care 
not. Ido not think that proposition is 
vitiated by the fact that a man in the 
Lancashire Militia or the third battalion 
of a Lancashire regiment happens to 
have a comrade who is serving in a 
battalion which now exists in the 
Regular Army. Apart from that course, 
what course can be taken? When hon. 
Gentlemen speak about these things 
as if they had to do with counters and 
figures, I cannot help thinking it would 
be a good thing if they could see what 
happens in the depots. I will tell them 
what happens. I know depots all over 
the country where 50), 60, or 70 per cent. 
of the men go into the Militia simply 
for the purpose of passing into the Line 
and do pass into the Line. I know 
battalions where seven out of eight of the 
subaltern officers are serving in the Militia 
with the sole purpose of going into the 
Line. Hon. Members may say that is a 
mistake and very wrong, and ask for 
some encouragement and some system 
which will enable us to stop that flow 
from the Militia. Are you going to pre- 
vent Militiamen going into the Line? 
Put up that notice outside the regi- 
mental depot. You will not get 
recruits for the Militia. Give some 
additional inducement to the Militiaman 
that will keep him in the Militia. You 


/will lose instantantly 15,000 recruits 


per annum for the Line, and probably 
more — 20,000 recruits forthe Line. 
Will any one get up and contest that ? 
It is the inevitable result which must 
follow any treatment such as I have 
suggested. 
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Then we are told that we can by 
lengthening the training produce trocps 
fit to take the field against a foreign 
army. Now is that a fact? What 
is the composition of the Militia? 
The boys are taken at seventeen. The 
other day I was analysing what would 
happen if you could take sixteen Militia 
battalions of the average strength of 800 
apiece. I could not find them in any 
one district, but supposing I could, and 
s ipposing I had to send two divisions to 
India and had to deal with sixteen 
battalions of Militia. You would have 
to take out 5,400 men who are disqualified 
before the battalions start. That 1s 
out of sixteen battalions alone, That 
is not all. You cannot fill up the 
Muitia battalions under the present 
system as you can the Line battalions. 
Every Line battalion leaves behind it, 
when it mobilises, a large number of 
men who are unfit for the field; but every 
month there are men coming on to qualify 
for service in the field in that battalion. 
That is not sointhe Militia. When you 
eliminate the unfit men from the Militia 
battalion you have to wait one, two, 
three years before the men grow up to the 
modest age standard which we exact for 
the boys who are sent to India, No, I 
will submit this problem to as much cross- 
examination as the Committee chooses to 
apply to it, and I will abide by the result. 
I say you cannot, under the existing sys- 
tem, safely trust the fortunes of this 
country to the Militia, under their present 
organisation. I will ask the Committee, 
and the Militia Members of the Committee 
to meet me squarely and fairly on that 
point and tell me whether I am wrong 
I will ask them to produce to me some 
charm by which under the present system 
they can create a fighting force out of 
the Militia without injuring or almost 
destroying recruiting for the Line. 

It is said that we may do a great 
deal by increasing the period of train- 
ing. I think in this matter at any 
rate, we shall have to be guided a little 
by military experience ; and I will ask 
any hon. Member to produce to me a 
military authority who will agree with 
the proposition that we can put into the 
field against a foreign enemy men with five 
or six months training. Do not let us 
be deceived by the proposition that the 
mere efflux of time will enable us to 
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transform this material into really fight- 
ing material. All the great armies of the 
world are made up of men representing 
the manhood of the nations to which they 
belong ; and if we analysed or examined 
the condition of our Militia battalions as 
they exist we should find that what was 
left in them, after they had furnished 
their quota of 60 or 70 per cent. of their 
strength to the Line, could not, even by 
the wildest stretch of imagination, be 
described as representing the manhood 
or the flower of this nation. I do not 
hesitate to say that there are Militia 
battalions which six months training, or 
a year or two years training, cannot so 
transmogrify or transform that they will 
become what they must become if they are 
to contend successfully with the flower of 
other nations. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 


ber for Northumberland took a very 
strong view about the Volunteers, 
and I think that in that instance, 
though in that alone, he did me 


some little injustice. I am an advocate 
and a strong advocate, of the reduction of 
the establishment of Volunteers; but I 
do not think he need attribute to me all 
those sinister motives or want of com- 
prehension of our military dangers which 
he did attribute to me. I have 
evidence before me, ample, complete, 
convincing, not from those misguided, 
uninformed persons the officers of the 
Regular Army, not from stubborn unin- 
formed civilians like myself, but from 
Volunteer officers and officers attached 
to Volunteer battalions, evidence which 
is irrefutable, as to the condition of the 
Volunteer battalions. I quoted to the 
House only a night or two ago a state- 
ment made by a Volunteer officer that 
out of the 20,000 Volunteers who selected 
themselves and came forward in time 
of emergency for service in the field in 
South Africa—and I say all honour to 
them for so doing—33 per cent. were 
set aside as ineflicient and incapable 
of serving. Now remember that that 35 
per cent. has to be deducted not from 
the whole Volunteer force, but from the 
20,000 men who had chosen themselves, 
presumably men free from all disability, 
to come forward and serve the country. 
*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): From 
which district 4 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: From every 
part of the United Kingdom. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: Is the 
ight hon. Gentleman quite sure about his 
figures ? The figures of the Inspector- 
General of Recruiting for 1901 do not 
bear them out. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: No. I 
gather from the statements that I have 
before me that the figures are not strong 
enough. I think they are understated. 
Thirty-three per cent. of these selected 
men were unfit to take the field. Now, 
when you take the remainder, and 
calculate those who by age are disqualified, 
those whose occupations naturally pre- 
vent them from going out, those who 
have no Inclination to go, and those who, 
not having presented themselves, are 
also physically unfit, I think you may 
see what an enormous reduction we 
must make from this force if we are to 
make it a real, vital contribution to the 
defence of the country. My hon. friend 
doubted my figures, but I have before 
me evidence a great deal stronger than 
that. Here is the evidence given by 
Major-‘teneral McKinnon himself. He 
was asked— 

“Do you mean that of the men from the 
various battalions who came before you as 
being material to compose the C.1.V., 40 per 
cent. were not physically fit ?” 


and he replied— 

‘*‘T mean that out of the number of Volunteers 
who were serving in the Home District in 1899 
| do not think more than 60 per cent. were fit 
for service abroad; and I think that is, if any- 
thing, rather a high estimate.” 


London Volunteer Rifle Corps. He was 
asked— 

‘*What percentage of your corps do you think 
should be weeded out—half ?—No, I should 
not think quite half.” 

«A third ?—Certainly a third I should think.” 


Then there was Colonel Mathias, com- 
manding the 75th Regimental District at 
Aberdeen—but I ought not to quote him, 
because he is not a Volunteer officer. 
[Cries of “ Quote.” ] Well, I will do so— 

“ We have had it put before us that in a good 
many cases, due to youth, and also to want of 
physical fitness, a large number cf Volunteers 
would have to be weeded out if you wanted 
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them to take the field ?—Undoubtedly, in town 
corps.” 

Brigadier-Surgeon Lieutenant-Colonel 
A. Clark, senior medical officer of the 3rd 
London Volunteer Infantry Brigade, 
representing the Volunteer Medical Asso- 
ciation, was asked— 


“What sort of proportion do you suppose 


| would crack up under these conditions (con- 


ditions of war) ?—I daresay quite 40 per cent. 
would if you took all the Volunteers.” 

I quoted the other day a well-known 
Volunteer officer who said that if a proper 
medical inspection had been applied 
whole battalions would have been wiped 
out. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Oh. 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Well, I 


am very sorry I cannot always please my 
hon. and gallant friend. I have quoted 
these figures in justification of my view 
that it cannot be any disadvantage to 
the Volunteer force or to the country to 
make a great consolidation of the force. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that that 
is the same proportion as in the Regular 
Army. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I said that if you 
reduced the numbers the same propor- 
tion of those who remained would 
probably be unfit—too young or too old. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: On the 
contrary ; when you want to eliminate 
that class of recruits, in the first place 
you raise the standard, which we have 


done ; and secondly, you eliminate those 


| who, under a medical inspection, are 
ny 1 
lhen there was Captain Jenner, of the | 


King’s Royal Rifles and adjutant 3rd | 


found to be unfit. It is the fact that 
medical inspection is the rarest possible 
event after entry into the Volunteers. 


*Mr. McCRAE: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to give us some proof of 
that? In every Volunteer regiment I 
know eich man must undergo a medical 
examination before he is enlisted. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): As officer commanding a Volunteer 
regiment I have every recruit inspected 
by the medical officer. He has to fulfil 
the standard requirements before I take 
him into the corps. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 


precisely my point. You get a very 
perfunctory examination in many cases, 
I am sorry to say. I am only stating 
what a multitude of witnesses have said ; 
and they have said, if there is any meaning 
in their expressions at all, that so little 
value is this preliminary examination 
that when the forces are tested for the 
purposes of war you have to eliminate 
30, 40, 50 per cent. of the men not of the 
whole force, but of the men who actually 
come forward and offer themselves. 


Army 


Now is it a fair thing to say that I am 
moved by any destructive spirit or regard- 
less of the welfare either of the Volunteers 
or the country when I say that we may 
with advantage make some consolida- 
tion, some concentration of the Volunteer 
force ? No, Sir, I think that is nonsense. 
I am not at all influenced by the hostile 
feeling which I know my hon. friend the 
Member for Sheffield thinks I entertain ; 
but I do find that many Volunteer officers 
do not merely not altogether see eye to 
eye with him, but tell me that I must not 
regard him in this matter as wholly repre- 
sentative of the entire Volunteer force. 


I end where I began. [Cheers.] Yes, 
Sir, that is my point. I have not the 
slightest reason for altering the conclusion 
which I had already announced to the 
House ; and my conclusion is this—that 
if you are to have an Army fit for the pur- 
poses of the only kind of war we are 
going to undertake you must provide 
that Army under the rules which govern 
all armies with regard to efficiency. You 
must make the men efficient. You must 
get the proper quality of men and give 
them a proper amount of training. It is 
not reasonable, when all is said and done, 
to keep up large bodies of troops in this 
country which are not by law available 
for war. It is no more profitable to keep 
up large bodies of troops in this country 
which, though nominally available for 
war, yet by reason of their physical in- 
capacity or want of training cannot be 
produced in time of war. Lastly, I 
would say that if you are to have the 
economy which we all desire you will find 
it, I believe, only on the lines which I 
have indicated. 


I have been told that I suggested 
no economies. I think that is rather 


an ungrateful remark, because if hon. 
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Members would read the statement 
by which I prefaced the Estimates they 
would see that I have fulfilled to the letter 
the promise I gave that I would render 
it easier in future for economy to be 
effected. We are eliminating a large 
number of men from the Army, but you 
cannot get rid of them at once. We are 
replacing a large number of inefficient 
men by a smaller number of efficients. 
Broadly, you can only reduce the cost 
of the Army by reducing a portion of the 
Army to a lower establishment; and 
that is the final issue between hon. Mem- 
bers and myself. They are in favour of 
destroying a portion of the Regular Army 
and of relying instead on the Auxiliary 
Forces, without being willing to prepare 
those Auxiliary Forces in such a way as 
will enable them for all purposes to take 
the place of the troops of the Line. That 
is an opinion which I do not agree with, 
and which I have erdeavourcd to avoid 
in these proposals; ard I wait for any 
serious proposal which will achieve the 
two 1e.ults we all desire—maintenance of 
efficiency and economy—on other lines 
than those I have suggested. 





*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the right hon. 
Gentleman at the beginning of his speech 
touched on subjects of such importance 
to the future of the country that he 
would make no apology for hardly naming 
those with which he dealt in his conclud- 
ing remarks. The Volunteers played 
in connection with this whole question of 
the Army a somewhat disproportionate 
part in the House. The cost of the 
Volunteers was small compared with the 
cost of the Regular Army, and whatever 
solution might be come to on the parti- 
cular problem of the Volunteers would 
not greatly affect the difficulties of the 
Army question. The only observation 
which he would make with regard to the 
Volunteers was in reference to the word 
“consolidation,” which the Secretary 
of State for War had twice repeated. 
That was a word which had a history. 
When Mr. Disraeli was reproached with 
having abandoned the Turkish Empire, 
and allowed it to be reduced in strength 
and territory, he employed the term 
“consolidation.” Turkey lost Bulgaria 
and Kastern Roumelia, the boundaries 
of Servia were extended, and Greece 
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and Montenegro were enlarged, but Mr. 
Disraeli would never admit that the 
Turkish Empire had suffered anything 


but consolidation. 


Army 


in numbers. But he was not going 
to deal now with the question of the 
Volunteers. 


When the Secretary of State for War, 
basing himself on the views of the blue- 
water school, which had now been 
adopted by the Cabinet, expressed doubt 


as to the wisdom of the comparatively | 


small expenditure incurred on account of 
the Volunteers an inconsistency could be 
noted which they remarked also last year, 
namely, that more Government support 


was now to be given to rifle clubs which | 


consisted of persons who were not under 
military discipline at all. That was 
inconsistent with the doctrine of the 
blue-water school. In regard to that 
doctrine he entirely agreed with the 
greater portion of the speech of his 


hon. friend the Member for Oldham. The | 


Government, with the zeal of converts, 
had carried the doctrine of the blue- 
water school further than ever before; 
and when the Secretary for War said on 
Wednesday last that this was a mere 
reversion to the doctrine of the past, 


he must remember that in the days | 
of Pitt, and of our naval supremacy, the | 
Government encouraged the Volunteers | 
and raised between 300,000 and 400,000 | 
But the reason why he wished | 


of them. 
to follow the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War concerned the most 
grave matter treated in the earlier portion 
of the right hon. Centleman’s speech. 
This was a matter which they ought to 
discuss with a feeling that they were 
dealing with that which lay at the root 
of the whole military problem. 


What struck him was a certain con- 


tradiction between the arguments which | 
the right hon. Gentleman addressed to | 


the Committee. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that as regarded India, he was 


prepared to allow, with the right hon. | 


Member for the Berwick Division of 
Northumberland. that recent circum- 
stances had justified some relaxation in 
the efforts which hitherto we had been 
making; and the Secretary for War 
went on to tel! the Committee two things: 
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was used to represent a certain reduction | 
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(One, which he twice repeated, was that 
|we were to comply with the demands 
of the Government of India; and that 
was loudly cheered by the Secretary for 
India, who was not always so free in 
applauding the Secretary for War. And 
then the right hon. Gentleman went on 
|to say that we would not want in the 
'case of any future war on the Indian 
frontier a less force than was sent out to 
South Africa, and that that force should 
| consist wholly, or nearly wholly, of troops 
trained to meet a foreign enemy. Did 
| the right hon. Gentleman mean that tho 
(rovernment were prepared to face the 
country with a demand for sending to 
India 300,000 or 350,000 trained soldiers ? 
Where were they to put them? Where 
_were these trained soldiers to go to ? 
Was the intention put before the Com- 
mittee and the country a fear that some 
day a state of things would arise in India 
when a force of 300,000 to 350,000 men 
would be needed in that country itself to 
repulse an actual invasion? The Prime 
Minister last year rejected that idea; he 
said the problem was not the defence of 
India, but the defence of the frontier of 
| Afghanistan. But no human creature 
imagined that any Power in the world 
could provide transport by which the 
deserts of Afghanistan could be crossed 
/in such strength. That was agreed. 
And when the right hon. Gentleman 
talked of sending to India a force as 
large as was required in South Africa 
there must be something in the future 
—an imaginary state of things which had 
not come into our sight. 


The Secretary for War justified all 
the demands that might be made on 
our Regular forces by the Indian 
Government. The Indian Government, 
like all Governments dealing with only 
one portion of the Empire, having ex 
clusive regard to the needs of that 
particular portion of the Empire, made 
demands on the Home Government 
| which the Home Government, taking into 
| view the conditions of the Empire as a 
whole, was unable to accept. For genera- 
_tions the Indian Government had been 
| pointing out tous that Afghanistan might 
| be attacked; and that it was difficult to 
| fulfil our obligatiors to Afghanistan if we 
had to contemplate counterstroke against 
' Russia on the spot by a Regulas force sent 
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to Afghanistan. 
contemplating a programme which no 
responsible soldier had said could be 
carried through successiully? It was not 
possible for this country to place upon 
the Russian frontier or in the neighbour- 
hood of Herat a force superior to what 
Russia could bring. And he did not 
think that Russia would ever venture 
into such a hornet’s nest, or if she 
did, this country would have a long 
time in which to prepare for action. 
When Indian soldiers had been seriously 
tackled on this subject ; when the matter 
had been seriously discussed by com- 
petent persons, they had always ad- 
mitted the impossibility of Russia crossing 
these deserts in the face of a hostile popu- 
lation unless she were accompanied by 
her railway, step by step. The suggestion 
of the Secretary for War that we should 
be prepared with a force larger than was 
sent to South Africa—a force of 300,000 
or 3590,000—for the defence of the Indian 
frontier was one which would not bear 
livestigation for a single moment. 
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He agreed very closely to everything 
said on this subject by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Northumber- 
land, except one single phrase. As he 
understood him, that right hon. Gentleman 
said that in India we must await attack. 
Now, he considered that that was to 
concede too much to those who argued 
against us on the other side, and admitted 
that we could not safely stand by and 
do nothing and see Afghanistan eaten 
up by Russia. 


Sin EDWARD GREY said that the 
right hon. Baronet was now dealing 
with the outbreak of a war. He thought 
he was speaking of the difference between 
the forward policy and the maintenance 
of the stutus quo as a policy before the 
ontbreak of the war. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he did 
not now think there was any difference 
between the right hon, Baronet and 
himself, He thought it would be a fatal 
thing to divide Afghanistan with Russia. 
Our safety lay in the transport difficulties, 
And in * unofficial war” or by alliances 
undoubtedly we should be compelled to 
resist Russia before she reached that 
point. No sane soldier would say that 
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we could cross these Aighan deserts in 
the strength which had been mentioned. 
This matter was of enormous import- 
ance, because the Government vouched 
the Indian difficulty as the sole 
reason for measuring the strength of the 
Regular Army. His right hon. friend 
the Member for Northumberland said that 
although it was not the sole demand, it 
was the measure of the demand; 
and if we were to comply with the de- 
mand of the Indian Government in this 
respect we thus met all other demands. 


The Government presented different 
and inconsistent arguments to ihe 
Committee. When any sugg¢stion was 


raised that it was possible to make any 
reduction in the force of the Regular Army 
at home the Indian difficulty was pre- 
sented; but when any scheme was pre- 
sented to increase the avzilability of 
the Militia force then the Indian argu- 
ment receded into the background. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary fcr 
War said that the Militia was a fore 
not capable of being uscd against a 
European army in its present form ; 
and the right hon. Gentleman disparaged 
the Swiss Militia army. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said_ that 
what he had argued was that the Swiss 
army was not trained for foreizn enter- 
prises, but purely for home defence. 


*51r CHARLES DILKE said he did 
not wish to say anything im the way ot 
disparagement of the Militia. It was 
of vast importance to this country that 
we should come as near as possible to an 
agreement with a view to the adoption 
of a well thought-out scheme. The 
Secretary for Wai—though he might not 
have intended to do it—seemed to dis- 
parage the Militia. The view on that 
side of the House was not uniform. 
He believed that the Militia in an im 
proved form might be of great service 
abroad; but that an improved Militia 
should be barred from service in 
India was an admission he could not 
make. It had always been recognised 
that in the garrisons of the Indian stations 
a very large force could be liberated by 
troops not of the first order, and there 
were many on that side of the House who 
were prepared to support a scheme for 
improving the Militia not as a second 
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string to the War Secretary’s bow for | 
service abroad, but as the main portion 
of his territorial Army. In_ these 
debates in relation to India, he thought 
that nothing should be said to weaken 
our diplomacy by showing alarm. He 
could not but think that some of the 
things said last year in the House and in 
th» Press had led to a_ pessimistic 
treatment of the problem which was not 
required by the circumstances of the case. 
The Indian danger had not increased, 
lor it was admitted by the Secretary of 
Stute for War that there was ground for 
some relaxation from the efforts we had 
been making on the subject. 
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sheer lunacy on the part of the directors 
of Russian policy if Russia were led to 
attempt an attack upon India through 
Afghanistan. In any case it must be a 
slow action, needing years to accomplish. 
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No one could pretend that there was 
absolute agreement on both s des of the 
House among those who had given atten- 
tion to this problem. He agreed with 
nine-tenths of what the hon. Member 
for Oldham had said, although he 
did not agree with him, that it was now 
possible to revert to the particular terms 
of military service which he had sug- 
The clinging of 


/many critics to what they called the 


He was very sorry to hear what had 
been said by an hon. Gentleman opposite 
in the military debate last week as to 
the defence of India boing confided to 
the Asiatic troops of an ally. That was 
a suggestion which had been taken up by 
responsible and weighty organs in the 
Press. It was one which, having been 
made, should be repudiated. He had the 
greatest possible admiration for the 
magnificent courage displayed by the 
troops of the Japanese Army; and 
although he was opposed to permanent 
allianess, yet it must be admitted that | 
the majority had either agreed in or 
acquiesced in the policy of an alliance 
with Japan, But in the peculiar 
problem we had to face in defence | 
of India, for Heaven’s sake, it should 
not go forth to the world that we were 
dependent upon an alliance with Japan. 
We should be dependent upon our own 
right arm, and India must be defended | 
by ourselves. Pressure upon India was 
relaxing and was likely to be relaxed | 
still more by the attack upon Russia by | 
an allied country, and it was certain that | 
no sane Government in Russia would run 
the enormous risk of plunging into a 
hornet’s nest in Afghanistan for the | 
chance of embarrassing us at so great a 
distance from her frontier. She would 
have to be prepared for any alliances 
that we might make, for a loss of credit | 
entailed by such an operation, for the 
financial disaster which might be pro- | 
duced, and she would have to count in the | 
future on the certain hostility of Afighan- | 
stan. 
upon our support of Afghanistan with 
money and cfficers, and it would be 


Russia would have to count also | 


Cardwell system was to be explained 
by the fact that it was a scientific and 
well thought-out policy. But it was now 
a humpty-dumpty, it had been knocked 
down and could not be set up again, 
The condiiions had been changed by the 
South African War, by the rates of pay 
which had affected recruiting, and they 
had been essentially changed by the 
general recognition by the Government 
and the country of what might be called 
the doctrines of the blue-water school. 
On the other hand, it should be re- 
membered that it was an_ essential 
position of the Cardwell plin to take 
the Militia completely into ac-ount, 
Lord Cardwell did so, and in the degree 
that this force had not been taken 1ato 
account by the present military author- 
ities they had departed from the Cardwell 
plan. The Secretary for War had de- 
veloped in his speech the doctrines of 
the blue-water school to the ultimate 
degree, and it was a little hard upon 
those who were not very nimble in these 
matters that two years ago the Govern- 
ment should be seclding them because 
they held and enforce | the sam > doctrines 
which the Government were now pushing 
almost to an extreme. Personally he 
had been a constant supporter of the blue- 
water view for many years, though he had 
never alleged that it followed they 
should reject such service as was 
obtained from the Volunteers at home. 
They ought to try to adopt in a higher 
or less degree the doctrine of the blue- 
water school, and he did not concur with 
those who desired to put in a saving 
Clause against it. It was certainly curious 
' that the Government had adopted the 
' 
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last year or fifteen months, after having 
wasted enormous sums of public money 
on the opposite view during the last fifteen 
or twenty years. Indeed, the Government 
had adopted the blue-water view at the 
moment when a little doubt was being 
thrown upon it by the doctrines of scien- 
tific men. Theie was no doubt that ten 
years ago, when many of them were 
pressing the Government on this matter, 
the possibility of patrol of the 


Channel in time of war was much more | 
complete than it would be in the future. | 


There could be no doubt that for men 


who took great risks, the changes of the | 


last few years had gone rather against 
the blue-water school view. He was, 
however, glad that the Goverrment had 
adopted this view, although they had 
adopted it a little late in the cay. 


He said that he attached importance to 
the Militia, and to the Volunteers a more 
indirect importance, inasmuch as_ the 
Volunteer force encouraged the patriotic 
spirit in providing individual men who 


might be expected to volunteer in time | 


of war, Although he would not under- 
take a vast expenditure upon the Volun- 
teers, he thought that in that way they 
did make a return for the expenditure 
made upon them. With regard to the 
Militia, he believed they might be im- 
proved and made the basis of our home 
force. He confessed that he was unable 


to follow what was the state of mind of | 
the Government on the Militia question. | 


On February 21st, in the House of Lords, 
the Under-Secretary stated that no 


decision had been come to as to the | 
future organisation of the Militia and | 


that the question was still open. Two 
days afterwards the Secretary for War 
said his policy continued to be to ally a 


portion of the Regular Army with the | 


Militia as the territorial Army of this 
country. 
taken on that side was not so much that 


the Militia should be so allied, but that | 


they should make that force the basis of 
the home territorial Army. It was 
natural, at all events, that they should 
try to do so, since the Militia had those 
territorial associations which it was 


desired to create in the artificial scheme for 
the Home Army which had been evolved. 
The Secretary for War, in maintaining 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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extreme view of that school within the | the view that only Regular troops should 
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|be considered as cadres for war, told 
'them that no great Power would put 
‘into the field men trained for less than 
‘five or six months; yet undoubtedly 
that had been done by the Japanes> in 
‘the present war in the Far East, and 
it was done by the Prussians in 1870. 
|He fully admitted the importance of 
|esprit de corps and territorial feeling in 
| such cases, acd he maintained that they 
would get a higher degree of that feeling 
in the Militia than in any newly created 
territorial battalions 


It was unfortunate that year after year 
Army Estimates were made which were 
provisional, Estimates which admittedly 
would involve us in large waste. For years 
past these provisional Estimates had 
been presented, and the expenditure 
had increased and the promises of reduc- 
tions had not been kept. The Secretary 
of State now put his pledge of reductions 

ia little less high than the Committee 
/would be likely to put it. Last 
_year he understood the Secretary of 
|State tor War to take up and reaffirm 
that promise of reduction; on the other 
/hand, these provisional Estimates had 
involved large waste, which could not be 
and was not denied. Te House was in 
this position—that it had no very definite 
| scheme before it now, and that even if a 
change of Government took place, pro- 
visional Estimates would be introduced 
again next year, it being impossible for 
a fresh scheme to be prepared so soon. 
And yet there were being decided matters 
of policy which involvea great changes 
in the Estimates, whether provisional or 
not, and marked the waste which had oc 
curred. Some of those were matters which 


‘had been mentioned already; he would 


refer only to the change which the full 
_adoption of the view of the blue-water 
school had made in regard to expendi- 
‘ture upon fortifications — bricks and 
mortar. Up to this year the country had 
been spending enormous sums of money 
upon garrison artillery and the protection 
of places by fortifications which were now 
to be forthwith abandoned. One reduc- 
‘tion which the Government had decided 
| upon, and the House of Commons as a 
| whole accepted, was a large diminution of 
| the garrison artillery. It was said that 
| there were far too many garrison artillery. 
‘But the garrison artillery had been 
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increased constantly within the last few| The sudden change was a complete 


years. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Who said 
there were far too many garrison 
artillery ? 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said he under- 
stood the Secretary of State to say 
that he intended to reduce the Militia 


regiments of garrison artillery. Those 
Militia regiments had to be con- 


sidered as equivalent to regiments of 
Regulir garrison artillery, as they were 
used for the defence of fortresses. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER pointed out 

that the bulk of Regular garrison artillery 
were maintained for service abroad, 
while the Militia garrison artillery were 
solely for the purposes of defence at 
home, That was a very marked 
difference. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said a large 
amount of the reduction must apply to 
fortresses abroad, because the whole of 
the fortresses in the West Indies were 
being abandoned. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to say that that represented a 
very small reduction in numbers, 


*Sir CHARLES DILKKE said that at 
any rate it was very large in expenditure. 
The Government had admitted that in 
mulitary expenditure alone, under the 
Military Works Acts now running—and 
there had been enormous naval expendi- 
ture, as well as expenditure out of 
Votes—£400,000 had been spent upon 
four only of those stations within the 
last few vears. At St. Lucia alone over 
£155,000 had been spent in the last 
three years out of Military Works Acts 
alone, and the Naval Expenditure at St. 
Lucia in the last few years had been 
over half a million steriing. The gar- 
rison was now withdrawn. This sudden 
change of policy was not one accompanied 
by a chinge of Government; it had 
been made under the auspices of the 
same Cabinet Committee of Defence, and 


the questions had been considered 
by the same joint body of the 
Army and the Navy, under the. 


reversal of a system which had 
involved the country in enormous ex- 
penditure during the last three or four 
years. 


Let the House consider how unsatis- 
factory was its position, and how 
provisional these Estimates were. At the 
time of the general election, during the 
war, it was universally admitted that the 
Army was in a most wisatisfactory 
condition; that view was confirmed by 
the Report of the War Commission, and 
by the admissions of two Secretaries of 
State for War and two Commanders-in- 
Chief. Revolutions were promised. A 
change was made, involving co.siderable 
cost. A second change followed. All 
the time the Estimates were wholly 
provisional, Since the last  g»neral 
election there had not been presented to 
the House Military Estimates containing 
anything that was not provisional, or 
anything in the nature of a complete and 
well thought-out system. Those who, 
like himself, agreed in many points with 


| the Secretary of State for War, and who 


were prepared to give him the highest 
praise for the energy and ability of the 
attempt he had made to improve the 
system, were bound to admit that— 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
been thwarted by the Cabinet or the 
Army Council they did not know ; what- 
ever the difficulty had been, it was not 
the House of Commons—they were again 
faced with Estimates as provisional as 
were those of last year, and the Secretary 
of State now declared that in eight or nine 
months he would begin to take the steps 
necessary for getting a different system, 
which meant that the Estimates next 
year would also be provisional. 


What had beenthedefence ofthe Govern- 
ment when their attention had been 
directed to these constant changes and the 
consequent waste. In another place a few 
days ago, when it was pointed out that 
enormous sums had been spent under 
the system now to be abondoned, the 
Under-Secretary of State for War said 
he— 

** Fancied it was part of a scheme of military 
and naval policy.” 

So that this large expenditure 
had been incurred right up .to the 


presidency of the same Prime Minister. ! present year upon a supposed military 
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and naval policy, upon the very! was almost on his deathbed. Invasion 


opposite of which the House was now 
asked to embark by the same Prime 
Minister and the same Committee of 
D.fence. He had made these observa- 
tioos mainly because he felt certain that 
the arguments of the Secretary of State 


for War upon the Indian problem were | 
the most important the Government | 
were likely to adduce, that on them | 
were based the requirements as to the | 


number of men in the Regular Army, 
and that they would not bear investi- 
gation by the House. He hoped the 
Prime Minister would be pressed in the 
course of the debate to show how he 
reconciled the proposals now made with 


the arguments he adduced last year. 


on the Indian problem, Personally he 
believed the Indian danger was enor- 
mously exaggerated on that occasion for 
the purposes of the debate, though he 
fully admitted that if they were to be 
guided only by the opinion of Indian 
experts and of the Commander-in- 
Chief in India they would always 
be asked for far more troops than it was 


had been threatened all through Pitt’s 
career, and it was owing to that threat 
that the Volunteers were so enormously 
increased. 


With regard to the Indian danger, 
he thought the right hon. Baronet’s 
view was far too optimistic. What 
Russia was doing in Manchuria was 
enormously more difficult than any- 
thing she would have to do if she 
attempted to invade India. In recent 
years Russia had made an enormous 
advance into Central Asia, and estab- 
lished herself there in immense strength. 
The “soft side” of Afghanistan co Jd 
be invaded by Russia at any moment 
without any really serious opposition 
being possible on the part of the Afghans 
themselves. If an attack were made on 
India by Russia it was clear that an 
enormous number of troops would be 


required, both on the frontier and in 


possible or necessary for this country to | 


provide. The question could not be 


decided by expert Indian opinion ; it must | 


be determined here on its merits. The 
Prime Minister must be asked to discuss 
the conditions of the problem and to show 
where was the suddenness of the need. 
He certainly preferred the admission of 
the Secretary of State to-day that there 
was a decrease in the urgency of that 
problem to the alarmist view put before 
the House last year by the Prime Minister. 


MaJor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said that with regard to 
the Volunteers he agreed with the Secre- 
tary of State for War that it was absurd to 
obtain enormous numbers of men, a 
considerable proportion of whom were 
known to be efficient only on paper, 


and at the same time to starve the | 
t |account he could not understand the 


were admitted on all hands to be neces- | aetnne ula a hon. proenes i 
looking upon the invasion of India by 


Volunteers in regard to matters which 


sary to render them efficient as a fighting 
force. As to the statement that in the 
days of Pitt the Volunteer force was 


India itself. 350,000 men might not be 
wanted all at once, but to keep up what 
would undoubtedly be a long and costly 
war great numbers of men would be 
required, and he agreed with the Secre- 
tary of State that that possible de- 
mand must be contemplated. The 
right hon. Gentleman’s scheme was 
to provide an Army for service abroad, 
and by a short-service Army at home 
to turn into the Reserves numbers 
of really trained men, who would be 
available if any such demand arose. 
It would be impossible for us to await 
the attack on the Indian side of the 
passes into Afghanistan; a forward policy 
would have to be adopted, and the only 
way in which such an attack could be 


successfully met would be on the Cania- 


har line. It should be remembered that 
India might be invaded also by the 
Persian route, and that in Persia Russia 
had obtained a predominant position. 
When all these things were taken into 


Russia as a dream and a delusion. He 


/only hoped that no responsible Minister 


enormously strengthened, and that that 


was the time of our greatest 


naval | 


supremacy, he pointed out that our | 
naval supremacy was not reached until | 
after the Battle of Trafalgar, when Pitt 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


would ever take so optimistic a view; 
to do so would be to court the gravest 
disaster. 


With regard to the Militia, he was 
one of those whe believed that the 
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original scheme put forward by the 
Secretary of State for War was the best. 
General Turner was often quoted as a 
great authority upon matters connected 
with the Volunteers and the Militia, and 


he had given it as his deliberate opinion, | 


after studying the scheme put forward 


originally by the Secretary of State for. 


War, that the sixty bittalions to be con- 


structed out of the Militia would be worth | 


the whole of the existing force put 
tozether. He deplored the change and 
regretted that the original scheme had 
not been adopted. With regard to the 
i.uprovements, if the Secretary of State’s 
scheme was to be rejected then it was 
clear that, judging from the views that 
had been expressed by everyone who 
gave evidence on this question, the 
Militia must be improved. They were 
all agreed upon that point. He had 
never heard how the Mi'itia was to be 
improved. The six months training, if 
that were adopted, would be sure to have 
a marked effect upon recruiting for the 
Militia. Were they going to get them to 
enlist for six months? He did not know 
where they would get the men, but if they 
did they would be setting up a competi- 
tive enlistment with the Line. He thought 
the first thing they should do was to make 
the Regular Army as efficient as possible, 


and not set up any competitive enlist-/ 


ment. If the Militia kept improving 
upon these lines, and could be got to come 
up for six months training, by all means 
let it be done, but he doubted whether it 
would be found possible to adopt that 
scheme. 


He joined with 
Gentleman opposite 
the Secretary for War upon the many 
improvements he had made, and upon 
the many good ideas he had put forward 
in his various schemes, The 
tary of State for War seemed to be 
placed in the position of talking 
very much for himself, and they knew 
from his writings what his views were. 
H: confessed, however, that he should be 


the 


right 


glad to know what were the views of the 


Prime Minister and the Government upoa 
this important question. 


*CaptaIn NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said the entire course of this debate went 
to prove that the Government had trifled 
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in the most barefaced manner with this 
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| House and the country in th> matter of 
| Army reform. At the time olf the South 


African War they were asked to have a 

| little patience until the Government had 
got over some of the difficulties with 
which they were surrounded at that time. 
Some time elapsed, and then a scheme of 
Army reform was brought forward which 
provided for three Army Corps for service 
abroad and three Army Corps for the 
defence of this country. That scheme 
was thrown aside, and then the Govern- 
ment gladly adopted what had been 
called the blue-water theory. He _ be- 
longed to the blue-water school, but not 
to the blue-water school run mad, which 
was what was being placed before the 
House at the present moment. They 
were told that there was no object in 
keeping any force in this country for the 
purposes of defence. He would like to 
ask the Prime Minister whether he meant 
that, in the event of there being any 
complications such as had been referred 
to in India or elsewhere, there was any 
guirantee that in the event of a portion 
of our Navy being employed convoying 
troops to India or els:where they could 
rely absolutely upon all the navies of 
Kurope taking no advan age of the posi- 
tion in which this country would then be 
placed. The idea was ridiculous. 


He wished to draw attention to what 
they were promised. He would like to ask 
would the present Government have been 
the Government of the country to-day if 
a few years ago they had told the people 
that at this period the Secretary of 
State for War would have brought for- 
ward Estimates not only as large but 
larger than ever they haa been before 
in time of peace; and coupled with that 
they would have a reduction of the 
Army. The present Secretary of State 
for War a year ago published a Memo- 
randum and what were the maia p ints 
of it. Upon the very first page he said 
that his duty was to provide a remedy 
for the evils that existe1; not a remedy 
for one, but for all the evils complained 
of, and for excessive expenditure as well. 
'Had he carried out those proposals? 
|The next thing he put before them in 
| the same circular was the great desir- 
| ability of providing employment for the 
;men after they were disshirged. ‘The 
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right hon. Gentleman said that one of 
the great difficulties of enlisting men 
for a long period of service was that of 
finding employment for them upon their 
discharge. He had told them that it was 
most desirable that every man enlisting 
for a long term of service should be 
practically certain of employment at 
the end of that term provided there was 
nothing against his character. The 
right hon. Gentleman also called their 
attention to the value of professional 
officers in time of war, and to the 
scarcity of junior officers. 
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What had he done to meet those require- 
ments? In regard to junior officers he 
had met the difficulty by what he would 
venture to call the snobbery and jobbery 
methods of offermg commissions in the 
Foot Guards and cavalry of the Line to 
any young men who happened to come 
forward without any educational test 
whatever, providing thev had a certain 
yearly income. That was what he had 
laid down as being vital to achieve this 
reform in the Army. His proposals this 
year included a proposal to reduce the 
Army immediately by some 7,000 men, 
and at the close of the year to reduce it 
by no fewer than twenty battalions, or 
17,000 men, which meant an economy of 
about £180,000 out of £29,000,000; and 
they had to submit to this paltry economy 
in order to be deprived of twenty 
bittalions of the Regular Army. He told 
them that the Militia was practically 
useless unless it had longer training and 
a larger number of trained officers, but 
notwithstanding that he took the full 
amount of money in the Estimates; the 
right hon. Gentleman had made no 
provision for that longer training or for 
remedying the scarcity of officers. While 
showing by these Estimates that there 
was only a reduction of £180,000, he 
showed at the same time that we were 
short of quick-firing guns to such an 
extent that an adequate supply would 
not be forthcoming until the year 1908. 
He also showed in the same paragraph 
that the reserve of artillery was almost 
infinitesimal and was far below what 
it should be, namely, at least 20 per 
cent. The conclusion of the second 


Report would be utterly delightful and 
ridiculous if it were not so serious, for 
it wound up with an apology, showing 
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that what he had led the House to ex- 
pect last year they were not to have this 
year and that it was all in abeyance. 
They were to save a sum of £180,000 
and spend £29,000,000 and this after the 
right hon. Gentleman had pledged him- 
self to a substantial reform. He had 
told them that the following were to 
be held in abeyance:—The addition of 
Reserve officers, short-service battalions, 
the creation of nineteen additional terri- 
torial units, the territorialising of the 
short-service battalions, and even the 
creation of this much talked of striking 
force. In other words he told them that 
all he advocated last year and upon 
which the country to some extent must 
have reled was to be left in abeyance, 
He ventured to assert that if the right 
hon. Gentleman last year had told the 
House and the country that the Ksti- 
mates for this year would be just as large 
as last year; that they would have 
17,000 men less; and that coupled with 
this state of things they would be desti- 
tute of quick-firmg guns and without a 
sulficient supply of the most modern 
rifles, and in fact be in a worse position 
than they had been in for the past ten 
years as a fighting force, he did not think 
the Government would have been occu- 
pying the Treasury Bench to-day. 
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The right hon. Gentleman began his 
speech some days ago by stating that com- 
plaint might be made that he wasnot going 
fast enough. Their complaint was that 
he was not going at all, and that he had 
not carried out any of the propositions 
which he laid down last year. He had 
done this in the face of the words he had 
just read, in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man pledged himself to economy an| 
stated that he would not stand at that 
box if he thought in any future year he 
would be obliged to bring forward such 
formidable Estimates. He used words to 
that effect, and he said the other day that 
he was not pledged to large expenditure. 
The right hon. Gentleman thought of a 
change in our military system, but what 
was that change? He had seen nochange 
in the military system and he saw nothing 
he had done, with the exception of some 
very simple practical Departmental im- 
proveme its. There had been some slight 
improvement in the Army Medical De- 
partment and in the Army Veterinary De- 
partment. He had handed over the 
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aquatic defences of our ports tothe Navy,| *Caprarn NORTON said he would tell 
and some fortresses to the Canadian | the right hon. Gentleman it he would 
Government, but outside these very small | exercise a little patience. The right hon. 
measures he saw no very broad change | Gentleman had held a sword over the 
in our military policy. True, the right | Militia. He had told them that they 
hon. Gentleman put changes before the were absolutely worthless. How could 
country and led the people ta believe that | any commanding officer take an interest 
they were going to be carried out, but | in his regiment if he was told that the 
as for making any change in the military | Militia were absolutely useless and that 
system, orany reduction of the Estimates | they ought to be abolished 2? The Militia 
worthy of the name, nothing of the kind | was really the very best recruiting grouad 


had taken place. 


The right hon. Gentlemin said he 
had six Armies to deal with, and how 
hid he dealt with them. The first 
was the British Army in India, and he 


would tell the House how the Army in | 


India had been dealt with. He made no 


_we had for the Army. It was known 
|that out of a strength of 90,000 they 
| took some 35,000 recruits annually, 
| and of these 15,000 passed into the Army. 
| These men could never have been 
| obtained for the Army if the Militia had 
not trained and fed them and given 
them time to mature. 


attack upon the Secretary of State for | 


War in this matter, for he only regarded 


him asthe mouthpiece of the present | 


Government. The Government had suc- 
ceeded in placing the British Army in India 
in the very worst position which it had 
ever occupied. 
5,000 men went out as reliefs who were 
altogether unfitted for the task, for they 
were men who were physically unfit, and 
who ‘n years were immature. At the 
preset moment the class of men serving 
in the Army in India were constantly 
to the extent of 25 per cent. in hos- 
pital. He ventured to assert that in the 
event of that Army being required to be 
placed upon the Afghan frontier another 
35 per cent. would certainly vanish 
before they could be placed in that 
position. That was what the Govern- 


ment had done for the British Army in | 


India. As for the Home Army, the right 


hon. Gentleman had reduced it by 17,000. | 


With relerence to the Militia the result 
ot his action was to injure that force 
most materially. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
How?] He would give the hon. 
Member the words used by the Director- 
(teneral of Recruiting, who knew some- 
thing about this? He asserted that a 


Last year some 4,000 or 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: An enor- 
| mous majority never go to the Militia at 
all. 


*Caprain NORTON: Does the right 
| hon. Gentleman mean to tell me that the 
Militia does not give to the Regular ser- 
vice 15,000 recruits annually ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, sir. 
The hon. Gentleman said that the Militia 
fed and trained them. A very large pro- 
portion never go into the Militia at all. 
They never see a Militia regiment or 
officer. They go straight into the Army 

| from the depot in thousands. 


*CapTaIn NORTON said be was well 
aware that a large proportion of men did 
not go into the Militia, but he maintained 
that a large number did go into that force. 
They served two or three years in the 
Militia, and, having attained a certain 
standard of physique, a very large number 
'of men came from the various Militia 

regiments to the Line who otherwise could 

never be taken into the Line. Did the 
right hon. Gentleman deny that ? 


large number of recruits joined the. 


Militia solely with the intention of going | 
into the Line; that this had done much | 


to popularise the service, and that the 
process no doubt would continue. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: What 
have I done in the matter ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I know 
that in some cases 60 or 70 per cent. 
of the men enlisted for the Militia at the 
| depot go straight into the Line. 


*CaptaIn NORTON said he did not 
‘deny that a large proportion went 
‘direct, but having some knowledge of 
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this matter he maintained that a large 
number of the men year by year passed 
out of the Militia into the Line after one, 
two, or three vears service. He had not 
the slightest doubt on that matter. 
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As to the Volunteers he thought the Com- 
mittee, as a whole, were undoubtedly not 
in favour of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
proposals to reduce the Volunteer force, 
because it was the only school of arms we 
possessed. The Report of the Director of 
Auxiliary Forces clearly proved that the 
Volunteers, even though they might con- 
tain a large number of men who were not 
up to the requisite standard, did tend to 
foster the military spirit of the country 
and enabled us to get a greater propor- 
tion of recruits than we should otherwise 
obtain. 


The right hon. Gentleman hal asked 
if anyone would sweep away any 
portion of his work. This Government 
had never attempted to attack the real 
question. After all, the real question 
which lay at the basis of Army reform 
was the question of recruiting and pro- 
viding the men. That was the difficulty 
that had confronted us in the South 
African War and ia the Crimean War. 
That was the difficulty with which we, 
not having conscription, had always had 
to deal. How had it been dealt with ? 
One good thing had been done in this 
direction, namely, that the men had been 
obliged to furnish certificates of character 
before being taken into the service. The 
Inspector - General of Recruiting stated 
that there was unanimity of opinion that 
this had resulted in raising the tone of 
the Army and popularising it with the 
better class of the population. What 
had taken place? False characters 
wre produced by the thousand and the 
recruiting authorities had brought this 
to the knowledge of the Government. A 
Bill had been prepared in order that the 
danger and difficulty in regard to 
characters might be dealt with. But 
the Government last session were too 
much engaged in desiring to jump on 
Russian Jews, who took refuge in this 
country, to pass that measure through 
the House of Commons. ‘The right hon. 
Gentleman had stated that the recruiting 
of the Foot Guards was satisfactory. 
The Report of the Inspector-General sid 
it was unsatisfactory. Moreover, the 
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more they departed from the proposal 
to take nine-years men, and the more 
they reverted to the original proposal of 
taking three-years men, the greater diffi- 
culty there would be in the recruiting of the 
Guards. The present infantry had been 
kept up to strength mainly because other 
branches of the service, owing to the 
South African War, were above their 
strength, and because the labour market 
being in a bad state, the unfortunate 
man, who from starvation was obliged 
to enlist, had no option but to 
enlist in the infantry of the Line. 

The question of civilian employ- 
ment was a thing which the right hon. 
Gentleman pledged himself in his circular 
to attenl to. The right hon. Gentleman 
said it was a mitter of supreme im- 
portance. The report of the Inspector- 
General said— 

“In connection with this subject it will be 
observed that only nine appointments have 
been filled during the year in Government 
offices outside the War Office.” 

That showed a material diminution 
in the number of ex-soldiers employed 
in Departments under the Government. 
He was well aware that a certain number 
of men were employed in the Post Office. 
He exonerated the authorities for not 
taking a large number of ex-soldiers in 
the Post Office for the reason that the 
duties had become highly technical and 
that it was not possible to employ them 
very much except in the position of 
auxiliary postmen. 
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Referring to what had recently been 


done with regard to the Highland 
Light Infantry the hon. Member 
suid he had often heard the Seere- 


tary of State for War lav stress on 
prestige, bands, banners, and uniforms, 
and vet the Government went out of 
its way to flout the traditions of that 
part of the country whch had furnished 
some of the finest soldiers who ever 
shouldered a rifle, and to insult the 
sentiment of the people by dissociating 
the Highland Light Infantry from the 
rest of the Highland Brigad». 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said thece 
had been no change whatever propose” in 
the Highland Lizht Infantry. 


*CartaIN NORTON said his point was 
that the Highland Light Infantry had 
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regiments to which they were not allied. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
the hon. Member was under an entire 
misapprehension, The Highland Light 
Infantry were associated for administra- 
tive purposes with other infantry regi- 
ments in the Lowlands, but they were 
not now brigaded with Lowland regi- 
ments. 


*CapraIn NORTON said that as far as 
his information went, this peculiarly 
Highland regiment was being grouped 
with Lowlanders; that it was contrary 
to their sentiment. and would do damage 
in the future to recruiting. The right 
hon. Gentleman said that he was leaving 
a soft place for his successor; but he 
agreed with the right hon. Member for 
Forest of Dean that, so far from its being 
. soft place, it would be one of exceeding 
difficulty. What the Committee had 
right to demand was that something 
should be done, and that the promises 
the right hon. Gentleman made a year 
igo to this House and the country should 
be carried out. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had told them that when he came 
into office he found that the Army was a 
danger to the State and that the Esti- 
mates were excessive. What had he done 
to make the Army a less dang?r to the 
State, or to introduce economies in 
Army expenditure ? 


*COLONEL WELBY (Taunton) said that 
when the right hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary of State for War brought in his 


scheme last year he wished it every 
success; although he could not see the 


application of it to the military possibili- 
ties of this country. Since then, however, 
there had been a very great change in the 
policy of the Government. In reply to 
Questions, and in speeches in the House, 
the Government had shown that they had 
adopted the blue-water school theory in 
its entirety. He did not himself 
see how the blue-water theory was com- 
patible with what he regarded as the 
principal part of the scheme of last 
vear—-that was, the separaticn of the 
Regular Army into two parts: one for 
foreign service and the other for home 
service. If they adopted the blue-water 
theory they no longer wanted troops for 
the defence of this country. He disagreed 
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with the blue-water theory in its extreme 
form, because, carried out to its logical 
conclusion, they did not even want 
Volunteers. He believed that that wold 
be a great misfortune, for the Volunteers 
had been an exceedingly useful recruiting 
ground, as was shown in the late war, 
and it was probable that in future, in the 
event of war, there would be a still greater 
response from the Volunteers. In addi- 
tion to that, it appeared to him that the 
Volunteers encouraged the military spirit 
in this country; they brought out 
the fighting spirit of the race, and had 
co-ordinated and organised it. It was 
that military spirit which had carried us 
through recent campaigns. The country 
was fond of going to sleep over military 
matters and then waking with a start; 
Volunteers were a valuable protection 
against recurrent panics. If there was 
not a strong and sufficient force for home 
defence when we were engaged in a war 
with a foreign nation, our Fleet would 
be constantly on guard round our 
shores ; and everyone who had studied 
naval strategy knew that it was some- 
times necessiry to concentrate the 
Fleet at a particular point to strike 
some important blow. The theory 
of a raid by 5,000 men was a 
mere theory and might be upset, as 
nothing happened so often in warfare as 
the unexpected. 
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The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
of State for War gave two reasons for 
adopting the theory of the blue-water 
school. The first was that the Navy was 
nearly double the strength of a few 
years ago, which was a weighty reason, 
and the second was that the whole 
of sea warfare had been revolu- 
tionised during the present campaign in 
the Far East. But what had occurred 
in the campaign in the Far East tended 
to show the uncertainty of naval defence. 
He had recently spoken to a_ naval 
officer of high rank and had asked whether 
that gentleman thought our Navy coald 
have done better than the Japanes: Navy 
in the present war, and his reply was— 

«I believe they would have done as well, but 
they would have lost more ships because they 
are bolder and have more ships than the 


Japanese, and can therefore more easily risk 
losses of ships than the Japanese can. 


All these things pointed to the fact 
that sea warfare hid become more 


I 





215 


difficult than it had been in the past. 
There was more danger in the future that 
some disaster would overtake the ships 
guarding our shores, and such a_ thing 
might throw open the waterway, if not for 
more than two or three davs, sufficiently 
long for a strong force to be passed over 
from some Continental country, in which 
case there would be an invasion of this 
country, perhaps by many more than 
5,000 men. 
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This uncertainty as to military affairs 
was not only unsatisfactory to the House 
o' Commons, but it must be a great 
difficulty to the Army Council. A 
change of Minister there or of the 
Ministry might result in the policy 
which was now adumbrated — being 
entirely changed. How, then, could 
the Army Council throw their heart into 
their work at the present time when 
they did not know what policy would be 
required of them in the future. Every- 
thing pointed to the fact that this ques- 
tion ought to be lifted out of the range of 
Party politics, and that a scheme ought to 
be arrivedat between the two great Parties 
in the State which should be lasting in 
its character. 


Much had been said about the 
shrinkage of the Volunteers. Now no 
one who had the welfare of the Volunteers 
at heart would for a moment regret that 
reasonable conditions as to physique 
and training should be imposed 
in order to make the force efficient for 
modern warfare. Every soldier felt 
that the more efficient a force was, even 
though it shrank in numbers, the more 
valuable it became. But it was a mistake 
to announce that the Volunteer force was 
going to be reduced by so many thou- 
sands of men. The great difficulty with 
regard to the Volunteers defending this 
country lay in the stiffening of that force, 
in the backbone of it. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that its backbone was 
the Home Army, but nobody knew 
whether the Home Army would be here or 
whether it would be ordered abroad. 
What was required was to go thoroughly 
into the system of our Army, to take the 
numbers as we could get them and set 
to work to organise them, and when 
that was done and they were fitted for 
the requirements of modern war‘are any 
deficiencies of the scheme 
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‘boldly put before the House and country 
in order that they might see whether any- 
thing could be done to improve it. He 
thought it would then be found that the 
Home Army would require stiffening. 
In early days our Army had not to repel 
invasion, but to serve in the wars against 
France. There were then two ways of 
raising an Army, one was by means of 
contractors, which we should never adopt 
now though we had contractors for 
almost everything, and the other system 
was by an apportionment of men to the 
different counties and towns of this 
country. He could not see why a force 
of 100,000 men should not be raised 
by an apportionment of men from every 
county and town. Ifa town or a county 
could not find the men required of them 
then a fine of, say, £100 per man might be 
inflicted on them, so that the Covernment 
could find a man elsewhere. But what- 
ever the force might be it should be 
thoroughly trained. A man should be 
trained for two or three vears, when he 
should pass into the Reserve. He should be 
resident in his own county or the military 
district to which he belonged, He could 
then be called out like an ordinary 
Reservist, but he should be paid an 
amount sufficient to enable bim to 
live in the district, or he might 
be employed by the county or the 


town to which he belonged. By 
such a system as that there woul: 


be no difficulty in retaining the voluntary 
character of the Army, and a force would 
be obtained for home defence sufficient] 
strong to enable the Navy to feel that 
they could be spared from these shores 
for days, if necessary, 


With regard to the shortage of 
officers, which was stated to be one 


of our pressing needs, the right hon. 
and gallant Member for Shropshire said 
one of the difficulties in procuring officers 
was the size of the College at Sandhurst. 
and that in time could be overcome. 
He understood that the two years course 
had now been reduced to one, but he 
hoped in that one they would not 
attempt to cram in all the book knowledge 
that should be acquired in two. He 
had known many cases ef young officers 
who had joined his regiment who were 
book stale, and the consequence was they 
would neve: look ata book until they had 
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to prepare for another examination. 
As regarded the cavalry, the right hon. 
Gentleman had done a great deal to re- 
duce the expenses in certain directions, | 
but he was afraid that in many cases 
the expenses had gone up. The fact was 
that the standard of life all round had 
risen. But there was one directicn in 
which he thought a considerable diminu- 
tion in cavalry expenses might be effected. 
[t was an unpopular thing to suggest, 
but he thought military polo tourna- 
ments were a source of very great ex- 
pense. It was only necessary to think 
of the price of polo ponies to realise what 
an item polo must represent to cavalry 
officers. In regard to the Foot Guards, 
it was often forgotten that the officers 
used to have long periods of leave really 
as part of their pay. It was impossible for 
a subaltern in London to live on his regi- 
mentalpay. Many men with private means 
used to go into the Foot Guards, and used | 
their terms of leave to manage their 
own private estates. It might be argued 
that such men were not wanted in the 
Army, but no regiments ever fought 
better than the Foot Guards officered by 
these men, and he thought it might 
seriously be considered whether men hav- 
ing private responsibilities at home could 
not be granted longer leave. Another | 
matter was as to the stations at which 
regiments were stationed. The fact of | 
having four battalions of Foot Guards | 
permanently at Aldershot might affect 
the class of officers who joined the 
regiments. Why should not the old | 
system have been kept up, under | 
which the Guards were stationed at | 
London, Windsor, and Dublin? = It! 
would probably benefit recruiting if a bat- | 
talion of the Foot Guards were quartered | 
in Edinburgh. At any rate the system 
of quartering a number of battalions 
away from the Metropolis and the cities 
specially identified with the Sovereign 
was worthy of consideration. As regards 
the Militia it seemed to him a question of 
pay or position; if they could not restore 
the force to the place it held 100 years ago 
in public estimatien, when young men 
sought it for position, they must increase 
the pay. As regards Volunteers, he hoped 
they would arrange so that all cost of 
equipment and training should be borne 
by the State and not by the officers, so 
that whatever pay an officer received it 
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should be a real emolument, and that he 


should not receive 5s. and perhaps pay 


lout £1. 
*Vr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE | said 
that if, as the right hon. Gentleman 


had stated, the Militia were of such poor 
physique that it was impossible to send 
them abroad, he would like to know for 
what purpose the Militia Bill, making 
service abroad compulsory, was to be in- 
troduced. As to the Indian question, there 
had been a failure to point out that in 
every case the pretensions of Russia as 
to her strength at this or that particu- 
lar point had been a long way in advance 
of the facts of the case. In Manchuria the 
Russian battalions were exaggerated by 
the Russian Press to double their actual 
size and much of the success of the 
Japanese had been due to the fact that 
they had not allowed themselves to be 
bluffed by the assertions of the Russian 
Press. In the same way he thought that 
if we allowed ourselves to be frightened by 
the bug-bear of Russian strength on the 
Indian frontier, we might have to make 
preparations for which there was no real 
necessity. 


The right hon. Gentleman had de- 
clared that what had been said in this 
debate was moderate and fair in tone, 
and he trusted that he would not say 
anything which would depart in any way 
from that stanlard of moderation and 
fairness. He wished, however, to point 
out that the question of expense, so far as 
it had been brought to their notice in the 
Estimates, and in the Memorandum which 
accompanied the Estimates, had not been 
debated as closely as it might have been. 
The proposal before the House was to 
reduce the Estimates by £1,000,000, 
The Secretary of State for War had 
declared that the present Estimates were 
abnormal. He said there were special 
items and peculiar circumstances which 
made this year an impossible one to have 
a normal Estimate. What were those 
special items and those peculiar cireum- 
stances? As had been pointed out by the 
hon. Member for Oldham, the Secretary of 
State for War had had the advantage of an 
enormous accretion of appropriations-in- 
aid which he could never hope to get in 
subsequent years. Those appropriations 
took off his shoulders the greater part of 
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the burden laid upon him by the cost of 
the new guns. The specialitems to which 
he referred were not special in anything 
but name. He remembered that on the 
first page of the Memorandum he used the 
word “special” eight times. It was 
almost as frequent as the use of the first 
person singular. He confessed that he had 
been unable todetectany items which were 
really special. 
said that the cost of guns and harness 
was special, and that no part of this 
expenditure ought, in his opinion, to be 
brought into the charge for this year. 
He seemed to forget that harness and 
cuns were liable to a good deal of injury 
by wear, and therefore he ought to have 
added something to meet this depreci- 
ation. Then he ruled out of account as 
# special item all the expenditure in 
connection with Joans. Why? The 
Joans had increased in past years, they 
had increased this year, and they must 
increase in the future. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER dissented. 
*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said the 


right hon. Gentleman shook his head, 
but this year he was going to spend a 
large sum of money upon Salisbury 
Plain and £3,370,000 upon loans. He 
was aware that he had got £6,500,000 
unexpended out of the barracks and 
permanent works loan which was going 
to be expended in the future. The sink- 
ing fund for the loans would not diminish, 
but increase, and there was a possibility 
of the sum which should be devoted to 
the sinking fund being still further re- 
duced. What would happen if all these 
sums were included? They ought to 
include a sinking fund charge for the 
artillery and a larger sum for the repay- 
ment of loans; and they also ought to 
include a large sum in consequence of 
these extraordinary appropriations-in- 
aid. If they did this the consequence 
vould be that the nominal decrease 
would not be a decrease at all, but an 
increase of the normal expenditure, un- 
less the whole system was changed, and 
this increase would be nearly £500,000. 


The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
the only way to reduce expenditure 
was to reduce the numbers, but he 


could not agree with that argument. 
Taey might have saved £10,00) upon 
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clothing, and £10,000 upon ranges which 
had been first built and afterwards aban- 
doned as useless. They might also have 
saved this year a very considerable sum in 
moving half a battalion of troops from 
Malta to Egpyt, because, first of all, they 
reduced the establishment of troops in that 
country below the establishment which 
ought to have been maintained. In this 
particular case the establishment fell 
below the proper numbers, and to make 
it up they had to send out units to make 
good the requirements of the Egyptian 
Government. Those were  instinces 
which with better administration would 
have diminished expenditure. The right 
hon. Gentleman had admitted that a large 
number of the men were useless for the 
purpose for which they had been enlisted, 
and the whole of the remedies he had 
promised last vear, with one exception, 
remained unfulfilled. The right hon. 
Gentleman on the 11th of December las: 
sald— 

“Tf my scheme is in abeyance I will not 
remain an hour in my present position, but my 
hopes are as bright as ever.” 

What did he now say in this Memor- 
andum. He said that those parts of last 
year’s proposals which were dependent 
upon the creation of short-service 
battalions must necessarily be in abey- 
ance. It seemed to him that there was 
a most extraordinary coincidence in this. 
The Secretary of State for War in speech 
and in writing had twice used the word 
“abeyance.” He said he would resign 
if these reforms remained in abeyance, 
and then he went on to point out that 
the whole of his. scheme was practically 
in abeyance. What were the essential 
parts of his scheme ? He would take them 
from the Memorandum itself. He sail 
the short service battalions were essential 
to his scheme and they were in abeyance. 
He said they must jhave an addition 
of Reserve officers; that was also in 
abeyance. He also said that they must 
create nineteen additional battalions and 
that proposal was left in abeyance. 
And lastly, he declared that there must 
be a territorialising of the short-service 
battalions and the creation of a strikiig 
force, and both those proposals were in 
abeyance. What part of this scheme 
was it which was not in abevance? He 
confes.ed that he found it impossible 
to give an answer to that, and he believed 
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the right hon. Gentleman could not 
answer it across the floor of the House. 
They might be told that the long-service 
enlistment was not in abeyance, but that, 
and that only, was the one part of his 
scheme which had been realised, and 
this had only come about in order to 
make good a deficiency with which the 
right hon. Gentleman had nothing to do, 
and for which he was in no way respon- 
sible. He did not want to press the 
right hon. Gentleman too hardly to make 
good his undertaking and fulfil his 
promises to the House, but they were 
told the other night by the Colonial 
Secretary that men of honour redeemed 
their bond. The Secretary of Stite for 
War gave them his pledge a vear ago, 
and six months ago, to do certain things 
if certain hopes which he held were not 
fulfilled. Those hopes were not fulfilled, 
and the Army, from his point of view, 
was so much the worse in consequence ; 
and therefore, they had a right to ask 
him to redeem his promises, and if he 
did not do so the only person to whom 
they could go for a fit and proper defini- 
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tion of his conduct was the Colonial 
Secretary, and they must in future 
treat the right hon. Gentleman as 
a person who had been dismissed 


irom serious calculations with regard to 
statements of this kind. But there were 
other things quite apart from the personal 
conduct of the right hon. Gentleman 
which were mcre important, because 
when the right hon, Gentleman had gone 
they would abide. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL [By Orper}. 
*Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) said he 
rose to move the Instruction standing 
in his pame, which was to omit from 
the London County Council’s Bill that 
portion of the tramways which started 
east of Westminster Bridge, traversed 
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‘Westminster Bridge and the Embank- 


ment, and then crossed over Blackfriars 
Bridge. He expressed his regret at 
having to speak again on this well-worn 
subject, but made no apology for so doing 
be-ause that apology should come not 
from him but from those who continued 
to propose these Bills. He and those 
who supported him only asked the House 
to reaffirm a decision at which they had 
arrived on more than one previous 
occasion, whilst those who opposed the 
Instruction asked the House to c.ncel the 
vote it had previously given. In 1892 
and 1898 similar Bills promoted by the 
London County Council were rejected by 
the House of Commons, and in the present 
Parliament in 1903 and 1904 similar 
proposals were rejected by majorities 
of twenty-eght and thirty-eight. Oa 
this occasion no new facts had come 
before the House to cause it to reconsider 
its previous decisions. He based his. 
appeal to the House to reject the pro- 
posals of the London County Council 
on the considered Report of a Joint 
Committee which sat to consider the 
question of London traffic in 1891, and 
which reported that a street tramway 
was not the best way of dealing with 
this problem, the solution of which was 
to be found in shallow under-strect 
tramways and in tube railways. He 
and those who thought with him also 
attached considerable importance to 
the fact that subsequent to that time 
different railway companies had taken 
powers to construct tubes to connect up 
different parts of London. 


He repudiated the suggestion that 
those who opposed this Bill were opposed 
to easy, cheap, and direct means ot 
communication between the industrial 


population of the South and the 
industrial population of the North 
of London. It was because, in his 


‘opinion, this Bill would not have that 
etiect that he opposed it. At this mome:.t 


a tube railway was approaching comp!e- 
tion which would commence at Waterlo», 
close to the Elephant and Castle, and run 
thence to Charing Cross and northwards 
to Baker Street. In addition, there 
was a tube in course of construction 
running between Charing Cross and King’s 
Cross, whilst there was a riilway in 
operation running from the South of 
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London through Blackfriars northwards. 
Together these railways would give 
the industrial population very cheap, 
direct, and quick communication _be- 
tween various parts of London. A 
similar Bill was rejected last year on the 
grounds that the Traffic Commission 
appointed at the instigation of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to consider the ques- 
tion ef London traffic had not reported. 
That Commission had not reported up to 
this time, and that being so how could 
the House sanction the construction of 
these tramways before they knew the 
deliberate and considered view of that 
Commission. He did not think any hon. 
Gentleman who consulted a map of 
London would say that the best means 
of bringing the industrial population of 
the South into communication with the 
industria] population of the North of 
London was by a tramway over West- 
minster Bridge and down the Embank- 
ment to Blackfriars Bridge. Surely the 
best way would be by a tube under the 
Thames or a tramway over a bridge less 
distant from the working-class population 
than Westminster. 


He appealed also to the artistic sense 
of the House. London was gradually 
becoming a city of beauty and the 
centre of its beauty must always lie, 
from historic and artistic causes, largely 
in the region between the towers of West- 
minster and the dome of St. Pauls. 
Through that region ran our great river 
in so devious a course that it was 
impossible to obtain direct arterial 
communication along its banks. By a 
curious accident that much derided 
body the Metropolitan Board of Works 
built on the side of the river a worthy 
Embankment ; while the action of that 
House had lined the Embankment with 
gardens of much charm. If one place 
was to be picked out in any part of 
London into which should not be thrust un- 
necessarily an alien stream of continuous 
and heavy traffic it would be this region. 
He therefore appealed to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite who had a proper sense of 
the dignity of Central London to join 
with him in saying that until proof 
had been given that it was absolutely 
necessary that this alien traffic should go 
on to the Embankment they would 
oppose the Bill. He begged to move. 


Mr. Whitmore. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 


berwell, Peckham), in seconding the 
Instruction, said he did not propose to 
base his arguments for opposing the 
London County Council’s Bill upon artis- 
tic, but upon practical grounds. There 
was no violent hurry for this measure. 
We had gone along for many years with- 
out having a tramway on the Embank- 
ment, and before such a work was 
proceeded with it was only common- 
sense to allow the Royal Commission, 
which had been sitting now for two 
vears, and which would in all proba- 
bility deliver its Report in a few months, 
to report. The only conclusion he could 
come to as to the reason for this Bill being 
pressed was that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were afraid that the Report of the Com- 
mission would not be favourable to them. 
There was no great demand for these trams 
down the Embankment. There had not 
been any omnibus traffic on the Embank- 
ment for the last thirty years. In two 
or three months we were going to have a 
line of steamers on the river upon which 
the London County Council were going 
to spend £350,000, and now they pro- 
posed to spend a large sum of monev 
in laving down a line of trams on the 
Embankment to compete with their own 
steamers. At the same time there was 
a railway under the Embankment which 
would shortly be electrified. It was 
not a project which business men would 
undertake, and he could only assume 
that the London County Council, having 
the ratepayers behind them. and without 
considering to what extent they were 
spending the ratepayers’ money, having 
been beaten for the last ten or twelve 
vears had determined to bring this Bill 
in every year. This was a different Bill 
to that brought in in the previous year. 
That did not propose to run down the 
whole of the Embankment but to stop 
at the Savoy, and it might be argued 
that it would meet the tramway running 
underground from the Savoy to Holborn, 
but, even so, that tramway was not com- 
pleted and there was no hurry on that 
score. There was no omnibus traffic down 
the Embankment and had not been for 
thirty years, and though there might be 
a certain amount of traffic over the bridge 
it only meant that those who now got 
off the tram on the south side of the 
bridge would get off on the north side ; 
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they would not Le able to continue taeir 
jovrney any further practically than they 
covld at present. 


The police evidence before the Royal 
{‘ommission was very strong; they 
pointed out that if the trams were 
carried over Blackfriars Bridge into 
the City the congestion of traffic 
would be so great that it would be 
impossible to carry the traffic on. 
With regard to the congestion of traffic, 
fie poimted out that a tram could not 
deviate from the fixed line, and that if it 
broke down congestion was at once caused. 
Then people who wanted to ride on a 
tram had to go into the middle of the 
road, which again necessitated a stoppage 
of the traffic. Then the laving down ofa 
tramway took a considerable time, during 
which the road was impassable and 
everyone was put to inconvenience. 
if they were to allow the tramway to 
pass over the bridge the whole of tne 
roadway would be taken up in order to 
put down the line. Let anybody who 
wished to go to Liverpool Street from 
the House consider what that would 
mean and what the state of the road 
would be for the next six months. He 
had always said and believed that if the 
toyal Commission reported in favour of 
such a scheme as this all opposition 
would cease. In his opinion tha*, in 
itself, was a very strong argument in 
favour of tne instruction. 


Before he sat down he wanted to make a 
small personal statement. In opposing 
these tramway schemes he had no personal 
object to gain of any sort or kind. He 
liad been represented in the Star as driv- 
ing down the Embankment in a fur coat 
in a motor-car; he could only say he 
never had a fur coat and never owned a 
motor-car. When he travelled down the 
Kmbankment he was usually on the Under- 
ground Railway or on foot, though he 
sometimes drove his own horse. He be- 
lieved the line when made would not be 
used, that it would cost a great deal of 
money, that it would create congestion, 
that it was quite unnecessary, and that 
the agitation in its favour had only been 
got up for a political purpose. 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 


mittee on the London County Council 
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(Tramways) Bill to omit Tramway No. i, 
Tramway No. la, Tramway No. 2, and 
. ? ss 
Tramway No. 2a.”—(Mr. Whitmore. 
3 \ 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.) said 
he seldom troubled the House by making 
a speech, but as he had the honour to 
represent a South London constituency 
much interested in this matter he desired 
to make an urgent appeal to hon. Members 
to reject this Instruction and to pass the 
Bill. The proposal before the House 
was somewhat different to that which 
had been rejected in the previous year, 
because this included the crossing of 
Blackfriars Bridge, which was not in- 
included in the other Bill. He contended 
that at this time of driving competition 
London could not be turned into a pure 
pleasure and playground. The Embank- 
ment was built with the money of the 
ratepayers of London as a whole, and the 
ratepayers as a whole had a right to look 
upon the Thames Embankment as a road 
to be used for the benefit of the public at 
large. It was not constructed for the bene- 
fit of those of the North alone. He agreed 
with the hon. Member in saying he would 
like to see the Thames Embankment left 
the picturesque thoroughfare it was from 
the artistic point of view, but this House 
could not make London a beautiful place 
without regard to its commercial wants. 
The Embankment, it must be remembered, 
was not built with the money of private 
individuals for their own special luxury. 
The hon. Member had spoken of tubes, 
and had also stated that the London 
County Council were providing steam- 
boats and now wanted to compete with 
them by means of these electric trams. 
Such a suggestion was absolutely absurd. 
The necessity for this Bill was shown by 
the fact that in four hours in the aiter- 
noon 930 persons went over Blackfriars 
Bridge in omnibuses and found the trams 
on the other side, and that in the same 
period no less than 30,000 found their 
way across the bridge to the trams on the 
south side. It must be remembered that 
those 30,000 people who went home in the 
evening came back in the morning to 
their work. All that was asked by the 
Bill was that there should be a continua- 
tion of those trams over the bridge and 
down the Embankment. They would do 
no harm to the omnibuses or motor 


Omnibuses which had been referred to. 
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The proposal was a very simple one and 
he hoped it would receive the support of 
the House. 


An objection which had been raised 
to the Bill in times gone by had been 
that a Royal Commission was sitting. 
He looked upon a Royal Commission sit- 
ting as a blocking notice to any sort of 
measure of reform or matter of progress 
brought before the House. Reference 
was made in the petition in favour of the 
Bill to the necessity for a continuous 
toute. All the South London boroughs 
had petitioned in favour of the Bill with 
the exception of Bermondsey, and several 
town’s meetings presided over by the 
mayors of the respective boroughs had 
been held at which resclutions were 
passed unanimously in support of it. 
The hon. Member for East Islington 
who epposed the Bill last year was now 
prepared to waive his objection. There 
were very few persons who as frontagers 
had a right to oppose this measure. He 
thought that as a matter of fact the front- 
agers on the Thames Embankment would 
be greatly benefited by the proposed 
tramway, because it would afford great 
accommodation to everybody who wishe 
to go to the West End. The Royal 
College of Physicians and Surgeons 
objected to the tramway because of the 
noise which would be caused, but he 
wished to know if they preferred the noise 
of a motor omnibus to that of a com- 
paratively quiet tramcar. He hoped 
the House would look at this question 
from a practical business point of view, 
and not merely as though the Embank- 
ment were only a place of ornament. 
The ratepayers were entitled to the use 
of the Embankment, and he asked the 
House to allow the Bill to go to a Com- 
mittee, where the details could be fully 
considered. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that he 
intended to vote against the Instruction, 
notwithstanding the fact that he had 
voted in its favour on a previous occasion. 
He had never opposed the tramways on 
the Embankment because he thought 
that they would be ugly ; on the contrary, 
he thought that they would be attractive 
looking. But he was not willing any 
longer to be influenced by the only con- 
sideration which prevented his support- 
ing the tramways in past years—namely, 


Mr. Causton. 
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the long-promised Report of the London 
Traffic Commission. He did not believe 
that Report when it did appear would 
bring absolute salvation to the London 
people. The Commission had been listen- 
ing to some exceedingly interesting 
evidence, and it seemed to him that that 
evidence had so fogged their minds that 
they were unable to present a Report 
with the conclusions at which they had 
arrived. He thought the argument with 
respect to motor omnibuses which had 
been advanced was the most slender that 
could be brought against the proposed 
tramway. Were they going along the 
Embankment when no other omnibuses 
had ever attempted to carry traffic 
there? The ordinary omnibuses had 
hitherto avoided that thoroughfare. In 


‘this matter they should rely not so much 


on prejudice as upon reason and argu- 
ment. It seemed to him that the Thames 
Smbankment was of all thoroughfares 
most adapted for a tramway to be laid 
down, and to prohibit it was to pursue a 
course which was neither intelligible 
nor intelligent. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the hon. Member for Chelsea who moved 
the Instruction wanted to know why it 
was that this proposal was renewed, and 
also whether there were any new facts 
which had not been brought forward on 
previous occasions. His arswer to that 
was that nearly all the previous projects 
of the County Council had been frag- 
mentary, and open to the objection that 
they had termini and dead ends which this 
particular scheme had not. Another addi- 
tional fact was that the London Road Car 
Company had issued a circular begging 
the House of Commons not to authorise a 
tramway over Westminster Bridge. He 
did not think the hon. Member for Chel- 
sea would attach much importance to 
the circular of a rival company with 
which they had been bombarded. One 
of the circulars against the scheme came 
from a seedsman at Inverness, and 
Messrs. Tilling, the omnibus proprietors, 
were opposing the Bill because the con- 
struction of the proposed tramway might 
affect their pecuniary interest. Another 
letter was from a firm of upholsterers in 
Tottenham Court Road. ‘Lhey opposed 
the tramway on the broad ground that 
it might lead to a tramway in that 
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thoroughfare. These were new facts—the 
objections were all interested and fte- 
judiced, because the objectors had a 
pecuniary interest in opposing the tram- 
way over Westminster Bridge. The hon. 
Member for Chelsea had asked the House 
to remember that four vears ago a Joint- 
Committee recommended tubes as against 
tramways. The hon. Member should 
now that tubes as a means of commutil- 
cation were not so popular as they had 
Leen, and if he wanted corroboration of 
that he should go to the Stock Exchange 
end ask whether they were as anxious to 
promote tube schemes now as they were 
five or six years ago. They were neither 
popular nor healthy, and commercially 
they were not likely to be so successful in 
the future as the promoters said they 
would be. Neither tube railways nor 
motor omnibuses were so cheap, so clean, 
or so speedy as electric tramways. An 
under-river passage was not possible, it 
would cost a million of money, and it 
would mean a dip from Kenvington-lane 
to the Gaiety Theatre or Southampton- 
TOW. 

He could understand objection on 
aesthetic grounds if these tramways were 
to be iron monstrosities like the New 
York elevated railway ; but the cars would 
he worked on the conduit system, they 
would be inoffensive in appearance, ad- 
vertisements being altogether dispensed 
with. Motor omnibuses were longer and 
wider than the tramears, and were dearer 
and dirtier. [Cries of “Why ?”] Meet 
three motor omnibuses on a hot day in 
‘uly and smell them. This tramway 
would not compete with the steamboats, 
and, 1f the House sanctioned the scheme, 
the tramways at Westminster Bridge 
could be connected with the tramways at 
Blackfriars Bridge very speedily. The 
hon. Member had dragged in Vauxhall 
bridge. The answer to what he said on 
that subject was that the County Council 
did not build Vauxhall Bridge. He be- 
lieved that the contractors were so ham- 
pered by the Thames Conservancy that 
they lost many thousands of pounds in 
carrying out the work. All sections of 
the London County Council were in 
favour of this scheme; the City, which 
was formerly very hostile, had only re- 
jected it by one vote, all the London 
borough councils were in favour of ‘it, 
and in fifteen days 110,000 signatures 
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had been obtained to a petition in favour 
of the scheme. Ii the tramways were 
brought over the bridges and a circular 
route was formed, the crushing that now 
went on at the terminus on the Surrey 
side of Westminster Bridge would be 
avoided. Westminster Bridge was wide 
enough—86ft. between the parapets—and 
the width of the Embankment varied from 
80ft. to 110ft. Colonel Yorke had said in 
his evidence before the Commission that it 
seemed to him that the Embankment was 
a route eminently suitable for tramway 
traffic. There was less reason for oppos- 
ing a tramway over Blackfriars Bridge, 
because fewer omnibuses went over it. 
232 omnibuses passed over Westminster 
Bridge, whereas only 160 passed over 
Blackfriars Bridge. They believed that if 
they had only a circular route they would 
be able to avoid the crushing at the 
termini at both bridges, while much 
greater facilities would be given to the 
other traffic. 

It was said, Why not wait for the 
motor *buses? but motor "buses were 
more noisy and much dearer than 
electric trams, and by moving all over 
the road they were an inconvenience to 
passing traffic. Mr. Robertson had given 
evidence that the working expenses of the 
electric trams was 6d. per mile, while the 
motor ’buses cost ls. per mile for work- 
ing expenses. He went to the motor 
exhibition and was very much interested 
in it. He wanted to buy a car for the 
Fire Brigade Committee. There were 
three of them on the job—they never 
did these things singly, or on War Office 
lines—and the motor-car which they 
tested cost in working expenses eleven- 
pence halfpenny to one shilling per mile. 
Besides, the life of a motor ’bus was not 
more than two years, while that of an 
electric tram car was fourteen years. 
Therefore, on the ground of economy, 
the electric car held the field against the 
motor-bus. There were nine bridges 
which served twelve square miles of 
territory with 1,000,000 of population ; 
and that 1,000,000 of popvlation was 
denied all access from north to south. 
The result was that London, from a 
housing point of view, was becoming 
lop-sided. Bv a complete system of 
electric tramways the unequal distribu- 
tion of population in congested districts 
would be equalised. He appealed to hon. 
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Members to allow the tramways to go 
over both the bridges and to have re- 
gard and consideration for the interests 


of the poorest of the poor, who would) 
be most convenienced if the proposal of | 


the Bill were adopted. 
7 <a 

*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Wectmin- 
ster) said that the hon. Member who had 
just sat down made the extraordinary 
statement that all the local authorities 
in London were in favour of these tram- 
ways. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said that what 
he had stated was that no borough coun- 
cil had petitioned against the Bill. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTIS said they 
had not petitioned against the Bill, be- 
cause the London County Council opposed 
their locus standi. He rose mainly for the 
purpose of informing the House that the 
Council of the City of Westminster, 
which was the only district directly af- 
tected by this tramway, was strongly 
and unanimously opposed to the proposal. 
That was a state of things which should 
not be lost sight of; and too great im- 
portance ought not to be given to such 
statements as had been made by the hon. 
Member for Battersea. He did not pro- 
pose to follow that hon. Member into the 
smaller questions he had raised. He 
ventured to urge the House to look at 
this matter from the point of view 
of two broad issues. First, for the 
House to take this matter out of the 
hands of the Royal Commission on Lon- 
don Traffic and to settle the most im- 
portant part of the question which had 
been committed to their consideration 
would be an absolute negation of the 
whole functions of a Royal Commission. 
That Commission had been considering 
this question most impartially, had taken 
a great quantity of evidence, and was on 
the eve of reporting; and yet this was 
the moment which the London County 
Council had chosen to forestall the de- 
cision of the Commission by committing 
the House to a plan to-day which might 
be found to be an anachronism to-morrow. 


Secondly, a new method of locomotion had | 


been introduced since the Traffic Com- 
mission had been sitting. He did not 


think the House would accuse him of 
Mr. John Burns. 
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| being over-partial to motor-cars, but he 
held that the development of the motor 
‘omnibus, long waited for, had an im- 
portant bearing on the question of Lon- 
don trafiic. Those who looked for 

solution of the difficulties of locomotion 
in London to a combination of tubes for 
long distances and omnibuses for short 


distances were fortified in their views by 


the invention of the motor omnibus, 
which moved as quickly as a tramway 
car, was manipulated with greater ease 
to the traffic, and did not involve the 
expenditure of the ratepayers’ capital. 
This system of motor omnibuses would 
not place the locomotion of London or 
the vast field of employment which it 
involved in the hands of a central author- 
ity, but would leave it open to private 
competition. He supported the In- 
struction. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLtanpD - Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said he wished to make an appeal to 
the House to come to an early decision 
on the subject. There was an unofficial 
understanding between Members inter- 
ested in the Bill that the division should 
be taken as soon after ten o'clock as 
possible. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) said he wished to add 
one word in confirmation of the state- 
ment of the right hon. Baronet. Al- 
though he had no official connection with 
the matter it was distinctly understood 
that there should be a division about this 
time. The Leader of the House would 
remember that when that day was first 
allocated to Army Estimates, a strong 
feeling was expressed that the time 
should not be eaten into too much by 
other business. 


Sr JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London), 
who spoke amid loud and_ persistent 
cries of ‘ Divide,” said he objected to 
the proposal to carry the tramway across 
Blackfriars Bridge, and he thought 
it would have been more in consonance 
with what was right and proper if the 
County Council had first permitted the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
, Traffic in London to see daylight. 
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Question put. 


Acland- Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir Wiliam Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F (Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Griffith 


Chapman, Edward | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cross, He “me Shepherd( Bolton) | 
Crossley, I . Hon. Sir Savile 


Cullinan, 7. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dimsdale, Rt. Hn.Sir JosephC. 
Doughty. Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inw rn’ss RB’ ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Rdward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.( Warwick,S.W. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Galloway, William Johnsor. 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Sir AugustusFrederick ' 


Godson, N 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. j 
Asher, Alexander | 
Ashton, Thomas Gair , 





| Lockwood, 
| Long, Col.Charles W.( 


| Lowther, 


| Malcolm, 
| Martin, 
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| The House divided :—Ayes, 171; Noes, 


1171. 


AYES. 


Gordon, 
CGoschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. ‘thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Heath, SirJames(Stattords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford, W.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

HowardJohn( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. rrr 
Hozier, 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland . 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Kilbride, Denis 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 


| Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Evesham 


| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Francis William 
2tHn.JW(Cum.Penr. 


Francis (Lowestoft 


Lowe, 


Lucas, Col. 


(Division List No. 100.) 


J. (Londonderry, S.) | O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N 


O’ Donnell, 7T (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, Joke 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Percy, Earl 


| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Shary 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Porvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 


| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Tottenham | 
Hon. James HenryCecil | 


| Scott, 


Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 


Roche, John 
2othschild, Hon. ne 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Royds, Clement Moly neux 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
| Sheehy, David 


| Skewes-Cox, 
| Stanley, 


| Strutt, 


| Tomlinson, 


Lucas ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) | 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( EdinburghW. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

lan 

Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu,Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Muiray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 


NOES. 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 


| Tuke, 


| Vincent, 


Thomas 

Rt. Hn. Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stewart. Sic Mark J. M°Taggart 
Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 

Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutt, Charles 

Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Sir Edgar (Exeter) 


| Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir WilliamH. 


| Wa.de, : 
| Welby, Lt-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 





| Blundell, 
| Boland, 


Colonel C. E 


Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Whightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whitmore and _ Sir 
Frederick Banbury. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Colonel Henry 

John 
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Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Ellice,Capt.E C(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson Rt.Hn.NSirJ.(Mane’r 
Findlay Alexander( Lanark, NE 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gardner, Ernest 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, MajEvans ({T’rH’mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grant, Corry 


Mr. SPEAKER: In the circumstances, 
in order that this matter may be dis- 
posed of by a Committee, and to give 
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| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Lewis 
| Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
| Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharpe 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel 
| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Johnson, John 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
| Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
| Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 
| M‘Kean, John 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Morpeth, Viscount 
| Morrell. George Herbert 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Connor.James (Wicklow, W.) 
| O'Connor, John (Wildare, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
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O’Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Rea, Russell 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Farfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, FE.) 
Thomas DavidAifred( Merthyr 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. EH(Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N.} 
Woodhouse,Sir JT.( Huddersf’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—\M'. 
Benn and Dr. Macnamars.. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not execeding £10,101,000, 


the House another opportunity of dealing | be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 


with it and settling it in a more decisive 


manner, I shall give my 
** Noes.” 


SUPPLY [8rp ALLotrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) | 


(Mr. J. W. 


Penrith) in the Chair.] 


vote for the Army 


| Charge for the Pay, etc., of His Majesty’s 
(including 


Army Reserve) at 


/Home and Abroad (exclusive of India), 
| which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 3lst day 


| of March, 1906.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Que:- 
tion proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceed- 
LowtHER (Cumberland, ing £9,101,000, be granted for the said 


| Service.”—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 





























Army 
*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 


that there were two points to which he 
wished to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee—one had already been touched 
upon, and the other was new. The altera- 
tions in the organisation of the War Office 
to which the right hon. Gentleman had 
drawn attention were not really due to 
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the initiative of the Secretary for War, | 


to the activity of the Department, or 
even to the Government itself. They were 
due to certain Committees appointed by 
the Government. 


no Government ought to resort to 


legislation by means of Committees out- | 
side their own body, as to whose com- | 


position the House was largely ignorant, 
of whose opinions they knew nothing, 
and whose proceedings were carried on 
in secret. He did not believe that that 
method was in harmony with past 
history. The Cardwell reforms were 
drawn up by Mr. Cardwell himself and 
considered by the Government; and 
he thought it would have been more to the 
credit of this Government if their scheme 
had been due to the Government and not 
to a Committee. It was to be noticed 
that in all his statements the Secretary 
of State far War had abandoned a 
certain amount of direction and control 
which, so for as could be judged, was 
now taken by a secret Committee of 
three, with whose names and _ persons 
the public were not familiar. The first 
four were really changes of name, 
such as had been effected hundreds of 
times by the War Office without attract- 
ing particular attention, while the last 
eight were concerned with work which 
used to be done in the Military Secre- 
tary’s Department without fuss or bother, 
and carrying with it no really important 
or responsible duties such as would justify 
the prominent place given to the changes 
in the Memorandum. 

Wit regard to the blue-water theory, 
the view of the Prime Minister and 
the Secretary of State was very definite 
—viz., that invasion was an impossi- 
bility and raids were not a serious 
source of anxiety. The acceptance of 
such a theory would justify, and ought 
to be accompanied by, far greater 
changes than the Secretary of State 
had proposed either this year or last. 
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But it was merely the expansion of a 
doctrine, never before accepted by a 
Government, though held by various 
Members for the last five years. In 
1901, when the hon. and gallant Member 
for Yarmouta advocated the theory, the 
Prime Minister said his view was the 
logical conclusion of the extreme naval 
school, and that if it was correct we were 
bound to disband the Militia, to cease 
giving subventions to the Velunteers, 





He did not mean to, 
say that all the decisions of the Com- | 
mittees were wrong, but he did urge that | 


and not to trouble our heads about 
garrisoning any of our fortresses. Everv 


| one of those proposals had now been 
| made by the Secretary of State for War. 
| and he did not tnink that such changes 
| ought to be made upon the ipse dizit of 
!a Defence Committee, of the composition 
of which the House was largely ignorant. 
The Defence Committee was responsible 
neither to the House nor, necessarily, to 
the Government. It appeared to be 
nothing more than a private Committee 
of the Prime Minister’s, to which he 
summoned or from which he excluded 
whom he pleased. Admiral Fisher and 
Sir G. Clarke were the two men who 
| brought the Committee into existence, 
‘and, in the words of their own Report, it 
| was— 





«A provision for obtaining the expert advice 
| required for shaping national policy.” 


If, therefore, the other members 
‘depended upon expert advice, the 
two gentlemen who created the Com- 
mittee also guided its decisions, and upon 
their advice the House was asked to 
accept the view that in futvre the 
blue- water theory was absolutely to 
control the military and naval policy of 
| the country, although doubt was creep- 
| ing into the minds even of advocates of 
that theory whether the policy could be 
sustained in its entirety. There was no 
recorded expert opinion, either military 
or naval, to be found in support of the 
extreme blue-water theory, but, on the 
other hand, there were some tolerably 
recent examples of naval operations 
which might be held to modify, if not 
to destroy, it. He was not arguing 
against a strong, efficient, and sufficient 
Navy. He was afraid that hardly enough 
stress was laid upon the sufficiency as 
apart from the efficiency of the Navy, 
The blue-water theory must rest upon 
rather the relative than the positive 
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strength of the Navy; it must be suffi- 
cient to meet any possible naval com- 
bination that was likely to be presented 
against it. There were instances of the 
successful evasion of a superior naval 
force, the most notable case being that 
of the carrying of 35,000 troops in 300 
transports from Toulon to Malta, and 
thence to Egypt, in the face of a far 
larger squadron commanded by Nelson. 
Japan had recently furnished other in- 
stances, while in the manceuvres two 
years ago the blockaded squadron in 
the Ionian Islands successfully evaded 
the blockading forces which were superior 
in number, and efficiency, and was not 
sighted until the two Fleets arrived 
at the appointed rendezvous five days 
later. But the most recent illustration 
was afforded by the Dogger Bank in- 
cident. The whole of the British Fleets 
were absent from the Narrow Seas, and, at 
the very time when the Prime Minister 
was defying the Russian nation with 
far greater courage than he had ever 
shown towards the Tariff Reform League. 
the Russian fleet was in command of 
the Narrow Seas, and for three days could 
have done anything it liked. Surely 
that showed that invasion was something 
less than an impossibility. 


Army 


It was not known what British 
military opinion generally was upon 
the point, but, so far as he had 


been able to gather, it was opposed 
to the extreme blue-water theory, as it 
could not accept the view that invasion 
was an impossibility. The chances of 
success might be only one in a thousand 
or even in ten thousand, but an unsuccess- 
ful resistance of that one chance would 
be so absolutely fatal to the existence 
of the Empire that no possible means of 
defence ought to be neglected. He 
hoped that before they unreservedly 
committed themselves to this theory 
the House of Commons would remember 
that there were arguments on the other 
side, that the theory was new, and that 
it could not possibly be put into opera- 
tion until it was too late to correct any 
mistakes that might arise in carrying it 
to its logical conclusion. The experience 


of many able and distinguished men was 

[‘‘ Name.”’] 

The Duke of Wellington, for instance. 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse, 


against the extreme theory. 
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mony was impossible. 
‘ 
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laugh at the Duke of Wellington ? 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to say that he certainly did laugh 
at the name of the Duke of Wellington 
being mentioned in this connection. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE did not 

think the views of the Duke of Wellington 
should be laughed at simply because 
in his days steam power had _ not 
applied. The advantages of naval attack 
was certainly as great to-day as they 
were then. Steam, if it had revolu- 
tionised defence, had also revolutionised 
attack, and the events of the Russo- 
Japanese War had shown that, properly 
conducted, the attack was as powerful 
as ever. Another authority he might 
quote was Captain Mahan, who agreed 
with and emphasised the theory of 
Napoleon that the invasion of this 
country was possible. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Will the 


hon. Gentleman refer me to the passage ? 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
would endeavour to send it to the right 
hon. Gentleman; he had been most careful 
to verify his authorities. 


In conclusion he would point out that 
the scheme of 1901 was dead, although 
some traces of it remained in the accounts ; 
the scheme of 1902 was dead and buried; 
and the scheme of 1904 was in its death 
throes. The scheme of 1905, so far as 
anything was known of it, provided relief, 
but no reserves for India; it did not 
provide sufficient garrison for the colonial 
fortresses; it diminished the number 
of auxiliaries at home, and it increased 
the cost of the Army as it existed. The 
House were told that the War Office 
was to cost less and to be more efficient. 
As a matter of fact, more officers than 
ever were there employed, at a greater 
cost of £57,000. Last year there was a 
lack of agreement but no lack of loyalty 
on the part of the Army Council; this 
year it was doubtful whether there was 
either agreement or loyalty. There could 
not be loyalty without confidence, and 
co-operation without something like har- 
The Council was 
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said to be divided into water-tight com- ; 


partments, which suggested cast-iron 
doors devised to cut off communications 
and to prevent that interchange of 
views which was absolutely essential to 
keep the ship of State going. All the 
changes which had been introduced by 
the Secretary of State in Army organisa- 
tion seemed to him to have reacted to 
the disadvantage of the regimental officer 
and the private soldier, the two classes 
to whom the country was most indebted 
in the last war. 


“Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth) 
desired to impress on his right hon. friend 
the extreme difficulty under which the 
Militia suffered as to the uncertainty of 
their destiny. It was manifestly impossible 
to get officers to go into the Militia 
when they felt that all their work and 
the expense they would incur might 
be absolutely thrown away next year. 
It was imperative that they should know 
as soon as possible whether they were 
to be ended or mended. He did not deny 
that the right hon. Gentleman had con- 
siderable force behind him in the Report of 
the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission when he 
spoke of the shortcomings of the Militia. 
But if there was to be a civilian service at 
all, it could not be demanded of them 
that they should always be able to 
do what Regular soldiers did. Militia 
officers usually had some private duties 
to attend to, and they did not pretend 
to be all that a Regular officer was. 
Militiamen could not be as_ fully 
efficient or as fully trained as Regular 
solkliers; the whole point was that 
if there was to be a civilian Army 
at all every encouragement should be 
given them to make themselves as 
efficient as they could. The proposals 
with regard to territorial regiments 


would not put the Militia officer in the , 


same position as before; the conditions 
would be altogether different. He be- 
lieved that if proper encouragement was 
given the Militia would show as much 
euthusiasm and zeal as could possibly be 
derived from any force outside the Regular 
Army. If they were given the oppor- 
tunity of making the Militia efficient, of 
setting their house in order, he thought 
the country would have nothing to com- 
plain of in respect of that force. 
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Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


There is really something absurd in the 
fact that the House of Commons, which 
represents, or ought to represent, the 
country, is still, after more than four 
years, groping about to find the Army 
scheme of the Government. We have 
had several different schemes since 1900. 
The Secretary for India had a great re- 
casting of the Army which we were told 
would make us all perfectly safe. Last 
year we had a new Minister installed 
in the War Office, a new War Office 
created ; all the chief officials of ex- 
perience, military and civil, were sum- 
marily got rid of; and yet, although 
these occurrences had occurred, and 
one would naturally expect that a 
little time would be required before 
a solid conclusion was arrived at, the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, who is 
something of a quick-change artist, to 
adopt a phrase in use in certain places 
of amusement, was ready after a few 
weeks with a cut-and-dried scheme. 
But, unfortunately, we could get no 
satisfaction on the important point 
whether that scheme was approved by 
his colleagues. The Cabinet was absorbed 
in the investigation of the problem cf 
our military requirements, and we were 
left in considerable doubt, and remain 
in doubt to this day, whether the scheme 
is to be made to suit the requirements 
or the requirements to be adapted to 
suit the scheme. We have had a factor 
introduced into the matter which evi- 
dently is of the first importance—namely, 
the great question of the North-West 
Indian frontier, and this is held over us to 
close our mouths if we venture to ask any- 
thing abcut the size or constitution of 
the Army—very much as that dreadful 
thing Home Rule is being held over the 
world in general political matters. 


Last year we had avowedly provisional 
Estimates furnished ; this year we looked 
for something more solid, but theyjare 
provisional Estimates again. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in his speech explaining 
those Estimates, said a great deal of 
himself and a good deal of his successor, 
whoever he may be, but nothing, or very 
little, at any rate, of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. But last Thursday something hap- 
pened te which we have grown accustomed 
of late years. Communications were 
, vouchsafed to another place which werc 
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denied to the House of Commons, and 
the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs made a speech which 
throws more light upon the policy of the 
Government than anything we have 
heard in this House for the last eighteen 
months. There are two great questions 
at issue upon which the whole matter 
turns. There is the question of the 
Militia and the question of the terms of 
service, the constitution, of the infantry 
of the Line. Now, I think it is so desir- 
able that the House of Commons should 
have a direct opportunity of learning 
what the policy of the Government is 
that I will read what Lord Lansdowne 
said. He was talking of the necessity of 
arresting military expenditure, and he 
sald— 

‘“* We have, then, to consider from that point 
of view what is the proper place of the Militia, 
and I am glad to believe that in the opinion 
of most of us ”’—— 

* most of us” 

“the proper place of the Militia is that it 
should form a part of that Army which in time 
of peace remains at home, but which in times 
of national emergency shall be available for use 
in the field beyond the limits of these islands. 
T have no doubt that if my right hon. colleague 
had these data te work upon he would have been 
justified in doing what I believe in his criginal 
proposal he desired to recommend to Parlia- 
ment— 


is a curious phrase— 


note the curiously detached way in 
which one colleague speaks of another ; 
he “ believes ” that it was his intention 
to propose to Parliament— 


“that he would have preferred that the 
Militia should be merged in the short-service 
Army of which we have spoken in these debates. 
But sentiment counts for a good deal in these 
questions, and it became obvious to us ”— 


that I suppose again is the whole Gov- 
ernment, including the Whips— 


“that a measure of that kind would have 
done great violence to the sentiment of a force 
which we greatly honour and which commands 
the esteem of the country. Therefore we pro- 
pose that the Militia should retain its identity 
and that it should not be merged in the short- 
service Army, but that, on the other hand, it 
should be so framed, so equipped, and so 
officered, that it should be fit when occasion 
arises to take its place alongside the best troops 
of the Line for the purposes of foreign service. 
The noble Marquess expressed his objection to 
accepting these proposals with regard to the 
Militia until we have disclosed the whole of our 
scheme of Army reform. We have made no 


smystery of the great outline of that scheme.” 


Sir H. Campbe!l-Pannerman. 
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Well, there was great mystery made in 
the House of Commons. 

“ They were explained last year by the Secre- 
tary of State.” 


No, not as the opinions of the Govern- 
ment, but as the opinions of the Secre- 
tary of State, which is not quite the same 
thing. 

“They have been set forth again in the 
Memorandum of the Army Estimates, 
they have been more fully gone into in the 
Commons in the last two or three days. I 
thought it was well understood that the Army 
proposals contemplated the creation of a long- 
service Army, recruited for a termi of nine years 
with the colours and three with the Reserve, 
liable at all times for service abroad, and that. 
on the other hand, there should be 
service Army with a period of two years with 
the colours and six years with the Reserve, 
available for service abroad only in time of 
emergency. That is the broad basis of the new 
scheme.” 


and 


1 
a snort- 


Well, let us look at this new scheme 
now that we hear what it is. Let me 
speak first of the Militia. His Majesty's 


' Government, as this shows us, have been 


oscillating between two extreme opinions. 
It is either obliterate the Militia, or 
exalt them. It recalls to me a friend of 
mine, a colleague in this House manv 
years ago, who paid great attention to 
the thorny question which is still before 
us of the liquor traffic, and he said to 
ne— ‘ 

“T have devoted many years study to this 
question, and I have come to the conclusion 
that there are only two things to do. One 
would be total suppression, the other free trade 
in drink, and I do not care whick of the two 
you adopt.” 


Well, that was recalled to me by this 
incident. You must either obliterate 
the Militia, because there is no use talking 
of a Militia if you make a Militia regiment 
amere Reserve-creating machine. such as 
was proposed in the original scheme of 
the right hon. Gentleman—it is no longer 
the Militia as we know it, or as it knows 
itself; it may be something else very 
much better, but it is something alto- 
gether different ; and I do not call that 
maintaining the Militia in existence at 
all. Then we have the proposals made, 
in which, of course, we all agree, that it 
should be improved in its character and 
strength and efficiency. 


This tendency to go from one ex- 
treme to another is also discernible 
in what the right hon. Gentleman 
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has said as to the view of the Govern- 
ment in regard to what is called the blue- 
water policy—the dinghy policy. 


need not maintain any land forces what- 
ever in these islands. But, on the other 
hand, if we do not accept the dinghy 
theory, then we are told, “ You have 
nothing before you but conscription. 
You must have compulsory service of 
some sort if you reject this theory, and 
have any regard for the safety of these 
islands.” I belong to a humbler school 
—what I venture to call the silver-streak 
school. It is quite good enough for me, 


and it has been good enough for this | 
country for a ‘great many years, as it may | 
I am not afraid of | 
but I) 
cannot get rid of the idea that there may | 
be in some circumstances a partial in- | 


well continue to be. 
the conquest of these islands ; 


vasion, or what is known as a raid ; and 
to say that not even a dinghy can land 
on our shores is nothing less than an 
absurdity. On the other hand, T think 
that we ought to make full use of and 
never leave out of our minds the advan- 


tages which this country possesses from | 


its insular position, while at the same 


time we ought not to exaggerate them. | 


But to talk of compulsory service in 
this country is to imply that we are 
to come down from the vantage 
ground that we possess to the unfor- 
tunate position of our Continental neigh- 
bours with hostile Powers on every 
side. As to this Militia proposal that 


was before the House of Lords, I will | 


not enter upon that now. But I 
associate myself with the objection that 
was made against dealing with the Militia 


we should know more before we alter 
the conditions of service in the Militia, 
because, for one thing, we do not know 
what calamitous effect upon the recruit- 
ing of the Militia these alterations of 
service may have. 

Now I pass to the question of the 
two Armies. I am opposed to two 
Armies; and J heard with much 
pleasure the statement of his views 
by my _ hon. friend the Member 
for Oldham, who pointed out that 
this suestion of having two separate 
Armies under separate conditions 
had been before Government after 
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| Government, 
The | 
dinghy theory points straight to one thing | 
and one thing only—namely, that we | 





| contradicted. 
in this piecemeal fashion; and I think | 
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statesman after states- 
man, and soldier after soldier, and until 
recently had been rejected by them all. 
We are to have a short-service Army 
with only two years service, and then 
the men are to be passed into the Reserve ; 
and this Army is not to leave our shores. 
Where is now the material for the opera- 
tion of that part of the system? It is 
postponed, we are told; but I should 
like to know when to, and whether com- 
pletely or only in. part. What tne right 
hon. Gentleman proposed was that there 
should be thirty-three battalions of 
Militia—that was all the Militia he 
wished to maintain—retained for this 
purpose, and thirty-eight battalions of 
the Line, which were to be converted 
into mere machinery for this purpose. 
The Government have been frightened 
out of the Militia part of the scheme. 
So we are left with only thirty-eight 
Line battalions to be treated in this 
manner. What sort of battalions will 
these be? They will not be part of the 
Regular Army. They will not be able 
to support and maintain and relieve the 
Army abroad. They will be isolated. 
They will be maintained merely for the 
purpose of breeding Reserves. As a 
friend of mine from India said to-day, 
the Army will be like a swarm of bees— 
part working bees and the rest mere 
drones. What will be the number of 
these Reserves? The right hon. Gentle- 
man. is now short of about half his material, 
and how will he fare for his full number ? 
The old Reserve has been shown to be 
6,000 short of the number required to 


| fill up the establishment to war strength. 


These are figures that I have not seen 
The right hon. Gentleman 
will, { daresay, contradict them, but they 
have been before the public now for a 
long time and have not been contradicted. 
The right hon. Gentleman takes a strong 
view about the Reserves. He denies 
that that can be called a Reserve which 
is only a force for completing the first 
Line. ‘He says that the Reserve is meant 
for filling up and reinforcing the first 
Line later on. But his Reserve was 
6,000 men short even of the first. purpose. 
How much more short will it be when 
the Militia part of the Reserve is dropped ? 
What will be their quality? They 
have two years training, they will have 
no experience of general service, no 
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merely a mob of recruits, and they will 
be exceedingly young when in tbe service, 
as they have to be enlisted at eighteen 
years of age. 


I do not enter into the question 
of officers, because I do not under- 
stand how it is to be arranged, but 
I will point out a peculiar thing. 
Here is the right hon. Gentleman, who 
is the apostle of esprit de corps. He 
has declaimed against the double-bat- 
talion system because it destroys esprit 
de corps. But if a man or officer 
is transferred from one battalion to 
another ef a regiment wearing the same 
uniform and called by the same name 
this esprit de corps is destroyed ; and here 
he is to have these Reserves freed from 
any regimental attachment altogether, 
and the regimental continuity is destroyed 
and the local associations are lost, as far 
as I understand. Is it wise to break up 
the solidarity and interchangeability of 
the Army and constitute it into two parts 
—one deprived of that training and effi- 
ciency that comes from varied service and 
varied experience in foreign stations ? 
On this part we have mainly to depend 
for our Reserves. 


Now, I turn to the other part of 
the Army, what is called the foreign 
or long-service part. Each battalion 
of it will be eighteen years abroad 
and six years at home. 
localised 


in trying climates. It has 


always been considered most objection- | 


able to put our gallant countrymen to 
this use. I remember well in the early 
days of the seventies; when all these 
questions were being considered and 


settled at the War Office, that the question | 


largely turned on this point of the health 
of our men abroad. We all remember 


the case of the Presidency troops in) 


India. They were in one sense a splendid 
body of troops, but their discipline came 
to be bad. They were kept a long time 
in India until they were invalided or until 
they died. 


bad, but their health was bad also. I 


have looked up the recent Army Medical | 


Report of 1902. It is essential for the 


House to bear in mind these matter-of- | 
fact circumstances, for they have really | 


more to do with the efficiency of your 
system than all the fine theories that 


Sir H, Campbell Bannerman. 
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training with a regiment, they will he | 


They will be | 


Not only was the discipline | 
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philosophers can devise. I find that 
after five years the men rapidly de- 
teriorate in India. During the first five 
years the average invaliding annually 
varies from 25 to 30 per 1,000. When 
you come to the years between five and 
ten years service, the invaliding is 64 per 
1,000. But you are to keep these men 
in India, and they are to suffer this 
deterioration in health and condition, 
and then you are to bring them home 
and turn them into the world to find 
their way avout. It is a cruel and in- 
human system. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Where 
does the right hon. Gentleman find that 
system ? 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Your nine-years men would be seven o1 
eight years in India, and [ have shown 
that after five years the tide turns, and 
from that time their health becomes 
worse. Why insst upon the proposed 
nine years? Even the seven years was 
an extension of what was desirable to 
meet the Indian complaints. The Indian 

|Government complained of the great 
expense of constantly sending men back- 
wards and forwards, and the enlist- 
ment was extended to seven years 
'to meet that complaint. But changes 
-have taken place since that conces- 
sion was made. In the first place, I 
believe that freights for soldiers to and 
from this country are almost half what 
they were in those days. In the second 
place, under the recommendation of the 
Committee on Indian Expenditure a 
year or two ago, the Imperial Government 
undertook half the cost of that transport 
so that it is only a quarter of what it was in 
those days. Yet the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes to keep these men there 
two yearslonger. And what is the effect / 
He reduces the Reserves by two-thirds 
and he largely increases deaths and in- 
validing, two serious evils with no advan- 
tage that I can see. I commend these 
things to the consideration of the House, 
and I say that any such long prolongation 
of service is a mistake. These men are 
enlisted at nineteen years of age, and they 
are cast back into civil life at twenty-eight 
_ two years later than now, and this makes 
| a very grave difference. In the first place 
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it handicaps them because their habits | 
have become settled in a life removed | 
from their surroundings and they will | 
have less opportunity of finding civil 
employment. In the second place, there 
is the marriage difficulty, always great, 
and increasing the longer a man is kept 
so late in life under the conditions in which | 
these young men serve And in the third | 
place, when a man has served so long he | 
has acquired a claim you can hardly resist 
to be put on the pension list. This pro- 
posal is for long service of nine years with 
the colours and only three with the Re- 
serve—it is, on all grounds, a retrograde 
and undersirable step. 


What, after all, does the right hon. 
Gentleman give us by all these changes 
that we have not got already ? Con- 
sider how the old system served 
us splendidly in the South African 
War; 90,000, or nearly 100,000, were 
embarked in a few weeks during 1899 and 
1900, and subsequently drafts were sent 
out to the number of 90,000 more, and 
that Army was organised for defence and | 


for striking purposes, not for the conquest | 


of a great territory. Now we are told we 
must have a huge Army and a great Re- 
serve, and a great reservoir of power for the 
defence of the North-West Frontier. I 
want to know what are the new facts 
about the North-West Frontier ; how are 
we to distinguish between prudent watch- 
fulness and restless ambition? High 
military authorities have laughed at 
the fears expressed as to danger in that 
quarter. A mere shaking of the head 
will not dispose of these authorities ; 
give us the data to support that shaking 
of the head. I will quote an au- 
thority which I have quoted in the. 
House before on an occasion when the 
Prime Minister flaunted the North-West 
Frontier in our face. Sir H. Brackenbury | 
—no mean authority—in his evidence 
given before the Royal Commission on 
Indian /xpenditure, said the defence of 
India was already provided for in that | 


{3 Aprit 1905} 


Estimates, 1905-6. 250 
—I will not say encourage—but cer- 
tainly lead up to the whole idea of this 
exceptional danger to the North-West 
Frontier. We hear that as many men 
will have to be sent in case of a war 
in that quarter as went to South Africa ; 
and the right hon. Gentleman is not 
content to stop there. I took down 
his word. when he said we must be 
prepared to have men entering into a 


| contest with the flower of other nations. 


That is an entirely new conception of 
the purpose for which our Army exists ; 
and I would ask the Committee to try 
to put some limit to the cost of our 
preparations, to the expenditure of money, 
and to the demands for men. Lord 


| Lansdowne a few years ago, speaking 


on these Army subjects in Edinburgh, said 
that of the men of serviceable age in 
this country—and I believe many Mem- 
bers of the House may not be aware of 
this fact—of the population available 
of serviceable age, no fewer than one out 
of four was actually serving at the moment 
he spoke either in the Navy, Army, or 
Auxiliary Forces. How much further 
are we to go? I believe that this ex- 
aggerated view of our danger and our 
necessities will lead the country into 
greater misfortunes, and I would ask 
again to be furnished with the data in 
order that we may calmly consider 
these matters. 


I have only a word or two to say 
by way of going back on the sub- 
ject of the Militia and Volunteers. 
As to the Militia, not only the members 
of that force but all of us are ready for 
any amount of improvements that may be 
made, and for great improvements. I 
believe the Army is steadily improving. 
I believe even the Militia is better 
organised, trained, and officered)than it 
was. But go on improving it until you 
reach a sufficient and satisfactory pitch 
of efficiency. The Volunteers, also, are 
ready for any amount of training within 
reason that you choose to impose upon 


quarter and that it would not be necessary | them, and I am sure that the whole 


or possible for this country to send out , House 


a single man more. What, I ask, has 
caused the change since that declaration 
made three or four years ago by an 
eminent authority, a military member 
of the Council? I am afraid there are 
large and ambitious views taken which 


heard with astonishment the 
language in which the Secretary of State 


exposed what he believed to be the 


almost crippled condition of the members 
of that force. He has seen the Reports, 
and if those Reports have any justification 
what an exposure it is of the general 
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physical condition of the whole com- 
munity! The Volunteers are probably | 
as good as their neighbours, and mostly 
young men of spirit, and yet we are told. 
that 40 per cent. are unfit for their duties. 
A statement like that almost answers | 
‘itself. But there is no reason in any- 
thing that has been put before us for 
accepting a shadowy scheme such as the 
right hon. Gentleman now puts forward— 
a scheme many parts of which are old 
nostrums that have been rejected again 
and again in past years—instead of a 
system which, capable of improvement 
though it may be. has at least done us 
good service for many years in the past. 
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Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) 
asked if following the suggestion which 
had been made by the hon. and gallant 
Member for Sheffield would preclude the 
Committee from having a general dis- 
cussion on other Amendments. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: An understanding 
was come to the other day that on Vote 
1 the discussion was to be general, how- 
ever long it might last. I understand 
that the Prime Minister has placed at 
the disposal of the House Monday, 
Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday 
for this purpose, and therefore a general 
discussion will not be precluded upon 


other Amendments. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.): I beg to 
move, Mr. Chairman, that you now report 
Progress. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said _ the 


Leader of the Opposition had made an 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“ That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.””—(Mr. Peel.) 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he would take 
this opportunity afforded by the Motion to 
report Progress to state that he thought 
it would be more convenient if they 
could come to a decision upon this ques- 
tion at this particular juncture. He 
understood that that was the general 
desire upon both sides of the House. 
The feeling was that if they now allowed 
this general debate to close the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for 
Sheffield and others who wished to move 
a reduction in reference to the Volunteers 
and the Militia would have a_ better 
opportunity of doing so. He thought the 
course he suggested would be for the 
general convenience of the House. 


Srk HOWARD VINCENT said he 
hoped his hon. friend the Member for 
Manchester would withdraw his Motion 
to report Progress, because after the 
discussion which had take. place the 
House was really able to take a decision 


upon this question. 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


important speech, and he should be 
exceedingly loth to let such a challenge 
and attack to go unanswered. He might 
be confronted to-morrow with a specific 
reduction upon another subject, which 
would clearly preclude him from replying 
to the attack made by the Leader of the 
Opposition. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 


The Chairman has ruled otherwise. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
House had heard the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman. The Leader of the 
Opposition had made a very important 
speech, and he had made statements 
which he believed were inaccurate, 
and therefore he intended to exercise 
his right to set the House night upon 
this matter. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL. Don’t talk 
it out. 

*Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER said he 
was not attaching any blame to anyone, 
but in view of the fact that the important 
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speech of the Leader of the Opposition 
had been made at the close of the de- 
bate, he simply desired to reserve his 


right to reply to it. 


And, it being midnight, the Motion to 
report Progress lapsed without Question 
put, and the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress ; to sit 
again this day. 

ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
[SEconD READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
EK.) the 
dates at which the Act came into force 


called attention to varying 
in various parts of the Empire, and 
suggested that the time had come when 
the promise he had received that one 
date should be fixed for the whole of 


the Empire should be fulfilled. 
versal telegraphic system had brought 


A uni- 


into close relationship all the scattered 
parts of the Empire which, when this 
Act was first passed and put into force, 
were so far separated from each other 
that it was necessary to have different 
dates upon which the Act should come 
He thought the time had 
now come when those dates should be 

The War Office fix 
some date upon the 
Army Annual Act should be brought 


into operation all over the Empire, and 


into force. 


revised. might 


upon which 


the anomalies which were so apparent 
in Clause 2 should be put an end to. 
Everybody who had followed this Act 


knew that while there were only one 


or two clauses upon the Paper before | 
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them, in reality this Bill spread over 
Hon. Members had 
not the vaguest idea what they were 
That, 
What 


was more serious was that the people 


several large folios. 


assenting to in passing this Bill. 
however, was not his point. 
principally affected by this measure, 
had not got the vaguest idea what it 
was based upon or what it imposed upon 
them, and the House did not appear to 
fully realise the control which the House 
exercised through this Bill over the 
Army at large. The forces affected by 
this Bill ought to be afforded the oppor- 
tunity of making themselves conversant 
He did not know 


whether the new proposals which were 


with its provisions. 


going to be put forward dealing with 
the Militia would in any way affect their 
The 


Leader of the Opposition had expressed 


status upon this particular Bill. 


the opinion that they might be adversely 
affected. With regard to the schedule 
it provided that where a hot meal was 
provided for the soldier it should be 


furnished at fourpence per night. 


Mr. SPEAKER: 
matter to be discussed upon the Second 


That is hardly a 
Reading. It is more a matter for the 


Committee. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
should have thought that the schedule 
would have been open for discussion upon 
the Second Reading, but he would bow 
He thought 


he had raised an important point with 


to Mr. Speaker’s decision. 


regard to the dates in regard to which 
he got a most definite promise last year. 
The point he had raised with regard 
to the Militia was certainly one which 
should be taken into consideration before 


this Bill was passed. He begged to 
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move that this Bill be read a second time 
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this day six months. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
seconded. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,” 


and at the 
end cf the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.”—(Mr. Charles Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARrNo.p-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) said he had kept the pledge which 
he had formerly given that the Act 
and the Amendments in various years 
should be made more accessible to hon. 
Members, and a book setting forth the 
Amendments had been placed in the 
Library. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE asked 
if the book referred to was purchasable 
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anywhere, and would it be presented | 


as a Parliamentary Paper ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : It will be 
kept in the Library of the House. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) asked if the alteration 
which the Militia were likely to undergo 
would in any way be affected by the 
He should like 
an Answer to that Question. 


operation of this Act ? 
They under- 
stood that the Militia was to be placed 
upon a different footing to what had been 
the case in the past. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiry DAVEN- 
port, Cheshire, Macclesfield) sa‘d that 
future alterations in regard to the Militia 


were not in the least concerned in th: Act. 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and comm tted 


for to-morrow, 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this day. 


THE PRIME MINISTER’S ABSENCE 
FROM THE DEBATES. 
Motion made and Question proposd, 
‘That this House do now adjourn.” —(S:r 
A, Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) asked the Patronage Secretary if 
he could give the House any reason fo, 
the absence of the Prime Minister from 
the debates The 


Gentleman left the moment the debate 


to-day. right hon. 


began, and was not present, except for 


'a short time, during the speech of the 


right hon. Member for the Forest of Dean, 
nor was he present when the Leader of the 
Opposition made his speech, nor when the 
Secretary of State for War addressed the 
The 


Minister was the more remarkable because 


House. absence of the Prime 
he was the president of the Committee of 
Defence, and the Army scheme of the 
Government seemed likely to land them 
in as much difficulty as the fiscal question, 
It was owing to the Prime Minister’s 
special recognition of the very great im- 
portance of this subject that they had 
been allotted extra time for the Army 
debates this week. Did the Prime 
Minister intend absenting himself, from 
all debates ? The right hon. Gentleman 
had refused to attend fiscal debates and 
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apparently he had no intention of attend- 
ing debates upon a question which was 
causing as much difficulty on the Minis” 
terial side of the House as upon the 
Opposition side. 


could give them any reason for the Prime 
Minister’s absence. Was he unwell, or 


what was the reason ? 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said that 
surely they were not on every occasion to 
go without an Answer. The right hon. 
(tentleman opposite had generally treated 
the House with every courtesy, but the 
(Juestion which had been put to him was 
a legitimate one which ought to receive 
an Answer. This was the only oppor- 
tunity they had of pressing the matter. 


Ma. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) | 


to 
would be 


if 


occasional 


they were only referring 
an it 
quite a different matter, but it occurred 


said 


absence 


so frequently that they could only con- 
clude that he 
lic that he really felt a contempt for the 


desired to show to the pub- 


proceedings of this Chamber. 
sence to-day was only one more instance 
of the expression of that feeling on the 


part of the Prime Minister. No doubt 


the Patronage Secretary would reply | 


that he was not in a position to answer 


this Question, but at any rate he might | 


undertake to convey to the Prime Minis- 
ter the strong expression of opinion 
which had been made from the Opposi- 
tion side of the House that his continued 
absence from debates of first-class im- 
portance was a most regrettable incident, 


wnich they hoped would not recur. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) supposed 
it was quite useless to expect that any re- 
ply would be given to the Question. They 
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had got used to being treated, either vol- 
| uatarily or involuntarily, with consider- 
‘able discourtesy. Perhaps if the right hon. 
| Gentleman opposite said anything now 
he would only reveal that his chief had 
left him with no defence, and that under 
the circumstances he felt that the best 
thing to do was not to get up at this criti- 
cal moment but allow the debate to lapse. 
He could assure the Patronage Secretary 
that they were not disappointed by the 
fact that he had not given them any 
Answer upon this Question. In asking 
(Juestions of this kind they had got used 
to being treated with considerable dis- 
courtesy. They did not mind this par- 
ticularly, because they were anxious to 
impress upon the country the way in 
which the House was being treated by 
The 
ter did not merely leave the House, but 
The right hon. 


several 


the Prime Minister. Prime Minis- 
he organised a boycott. 
Gentleman had organised on 
occasions a deliberate boycott of the 
House. It was very disrespectful to the 
House; it was very disrespectful to 


the Chair. 


His ab- | 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): It is an insult to the Chair. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said this had not 
only been the conduct of the Prime 
Minister in 
the 


'morrow, he supposed, 


but it might 
To- 
there was to be 
It should be 
“known to what miserable and disreput- 
“able shifts the Prime Minister resorted 
to eke out bis remaining weeks and 
months. The absence of the Prime 
Minister left the Chair without that pro- 
tection to which it was entitled from the 
Leader of the House. 
this occasion he might be betrayed into 


the past, 


be policy of the future. 


_another organised boycott. 


| 


Supposing upon 
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saying something that would transgress 
the limits of order: the Leader of the 
Hovse was not present to support the 
He was very 





Adjournment 


decisions of the Chair. 
anxious that it should be known outside , 
this House what extraordinary treat- 
ment the House of Commons was receiv- 
ing from the Prime Minister, for he 
believed it was quite unprecedented. The 
Leader of the House not merely shirked 
his own duties, but he invented and cal- 
culated occasions when he could inflict 
deliberate and studied insuits upon the 
House of Commons. He thought his 
hon. friend was well justified in raising 
this question. It had been raised be. 
fore and it would be raised again. It 
was necessary to adopt this course in 
order that it should be made known 
throughout the length and breadth of 
the land that in the dregs of his career 
in office the right hon. Gentleman ac- 
cepted every humiliation for himself, 
and offered every humiliation to the 


House of Commons. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLtAnD-Hoop (Somersetshire, Welling- 


THE 


ton) said he could only speak once, 
and so had waited until hon. Members 
opposite had fired off their guns. The 
(Juestion put to him was one to be put to 
the Prime Minister. [‘‘ Where is he ?”’] 
He thought the Question might be put in 
the form perhaps of a starred Question, 
perhaps as an unstarred Question. If hon, 
Members opposite would put that Ques- 
tion down he was quite certain the Prime 


Minister would answer it. 


Mayor SKELY (Isle of Wight) said 
he did not think the right hon, Gentle- | 
man, whose courtesy they all acknow- | 
ledged, quite realised that this was a 

Mr. Churchill, 
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special case. He had suggested that a 
starred Question should be put down. 
What they wanted was to secure the at- 
tendance of the Prime Minister during 
the Army debates, and for that purpose a 
Question put down on the Paper was use- 
less. What the House wanted to know 
was what the Government intended to 
do in regard to the Army. But for his 
absence they would probably have as- 
certained what was really meant by 
these proposals. The Prime Minister 
was responsible for what was proposed 
to be done because he presided over the 
Committee of Defence. His hon. friend 
the Member for Oldham had pointed out 
that the House missed much by the 
The 


most revolutionary changes had been 


absence of the Prime Minister. 


proposed, and there could be do doubt 
that those changes had had a most dis- 
astrous effect upon the morale of the 
Regular Army, the Militia, and the 
Volunteers. Nothing had been vouch- 
safed to them as to the real intentions of 
the Government, and the one man above 
all others who could tell them was absent 
from the House. They deeply resented 
what they regarded, whether rightly or 
' wrongly, as the discourtesy of the First 
Lord of the Treasury in boycotting the 
House on the occasion of a great debate 
to which he himself had invited the House. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne) asked whether the Chief Whip 
would convey to the Under-Secretary of 

| the Board of Trade the importance of his 
| being present at the fiscal debate to- 
| morrow night. 


No reply was given. 


Adjourne | at twenty-nine minutes 
| before One o'clock, 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 4th April, 1905. 


INTRODUCED. 

Andrew Graham Murray, Lord Jus- 
tice General and Lord President of the 
Court of Session in Scotland, having been 
created Baron “Dunedin of Stenton, in 
the county of Perth, was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the HKxaminers that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the tol- 
lowing Bills have been complied with :— 
Southampton and Winchester Great Wes- 
tern Junction Railway (Abandonment) ; 
South Metropolitan Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
Malvern Water Bill ought to be dispensed 
with. That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the petition for 
the Leven’s Patent Bill ought to be dis- 
pensed with, and leave given to introduce 
the Bill. Read, and agreed to. 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]; Commercial Union Assurance Bill 
[H.L.]; Mexborough and Swinton Tram- 
ways (Extension of Time) Bill [1.1.]; 
Clacton Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Truro 
Water Bill [H.u.]. Reported, with 
Amendments. 


Clacton-on-Sea Commissioners Bill 
[H.L.]; Littlehampton Urban District 
Council Bill [H.u.]. Leave given to the 
Select Committee to adjourn over to- 
morrow. 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [#.1.] ; 
Hastings Harbour Bill [u.1.]; Metro- 
politan Railway Bill [n.1.]. Read 3a, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 
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Great Central Railway Bill [#.1.1; 
Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [H.u.]. Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Lord Stewart of 
Garlies (E. Galloway) be proposed to the 


| House as a member of the Select Com- 


mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Lord Hay (E. Kinnoull); read, and 


agreed to. 


Torpoint Urban District Water Bill 
fH.L.]; Great Central Railway Bull [a.1.] ; 
Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [H.L.]. Leave given to the Select 
Committee to adjourn over to-morrow. 

Marvlebone Chapels Bill [#.1.]. The 


Lord Bishop of London (in his place) 
consented to the Bill. 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill [H.1.]. 
Amendment reported (according to 
order); and Bill to be read 3* on 
Thursday next. 


PETITIONS. 


STREET BETTING BILL [4.t.]. 
Petition in favour: of the Lord Provost 
and Magistrates of Glasgow; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

Returns of accidents and casualties as 
reported to the Board of Trade by the 
several railway companies in the United 
Kingdom during the three months ended 
31st December, 1904, in pursuance of the 
Regulation of Railways Act (1871); 
together with reports of the Inspecting 
Officers, Assistant Inspecting Officers, 
and Sub-Inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade upon 
certain accidents which were inquired 
into. Part I. Returns of Accidents. 


COLONIES (MISCELLANEOUS). 


No. 30. Pitcairn Island (Report by Mr. 
R. J. Simons). 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3334. Honduras. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


L 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL ju.v.} 


[Seconp READING.] 





Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp BELPER: My _ Lords, the 
Bill the Second Reading of which I now 
move is for the purpose of amending and 
extending the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act of 1897. Perhaps I may be allowed 
to remind your Lordships that that Act 
made an entirely new departure. It 
gave to all those employed in dangerous 
pursuits reasonable compensation,whether 
the accident was caused by any default 
or wrong-doing on the part of their em- 
ployer or not. As was natural, there 
were a great many novel proposals in 
that Act, which were to a large extent 
experiments, and it was therefore not 
surprising that the Secretary of State, 
after the Act had been in force for some 
years, thought it desirable to have an 
inquiry into its operations to see whether 
any amendments or extensions were 
desirable. In November, 1903, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas appointed a Committee to con- 
sider this question. Sir Kenelm Digby, 
who was Permanent Secretary at the 
Home Office at the time the Act was 
passed, was Chairman of the Committee, 
and there were representatives upon it of 
both employers and employed. They 
made a very full and able Report, deal- 
ing with a very large number of difficult 
questions that had arisen in the course 
of their inquiry, and I think they made 
no fewer than forty recommendations, 
many of which are dealt with in the pre- 
sent Bill. I think it is worth while to re- 
mark that on that Committee there was 
a very able and influential representative 
of the workmen in Mr. Barnes, and that 
nearly the whole of the proposals which 
the Committee made, most of which are 
now incorporated in this Bill, were 
accepted by him 


I can assure your Lordships that I 
have no intention of attempting to touch 
upon the very large number of difficult 
questions of detail with which this Bill 
deals. It would obviously be impossible 


to do so in a Second Reading speech ; 
but I think it will be expected, on such an 
important Bill as this, that I should at- 
tempt to give some account of the result 
of the Committee’s inquiry with regard | 
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to the operation of the Act of 1897, re- 
ferring particularly to the most import- 
ant points on which they made recom- 
mendations and which are dealt with 
within the four corners of this Bill. Let 
me take, in the first place, one important 
matter which formed a considerable part 
of their inquiry—namely, how far the 
Act had led to litigation. Undoubtedly, 
if it had proved a litigious measure, as 
seems to be the general impression, that 
would go far to take away the benefits 
of the Act so far as workmen are con- 
cerned, for the object of such an Act as 
this must be to give a simple and quick 
remedy, if posible, without much litiga- 
tion. But in a new measure of this sort, 
containing novel proposals, it was certain 
that all doubtful points would at once 
be taken to be decided in a Court of law. 
Many of them have been taken for the 
decision of one of the higher Courts, and 
it is probable that those decisions will de- 
cide what the law on the particular point 
is to be for the future , and, therefore, 
when once the law is settled, there will not 
be nearly as much litigation on these 
points as at first. In addition to that, 
it should be remembered that the Act 
dealt with a number of workmen engaged 
in the most dangerous trades—work- 
men numbering seven and a-half millions 
—and, in the enormous number of cases 
of compensation that must have arisen 
with that large number of workmen em- 
ployed, it is perfectly clear that there 
might be a good deal of litigation without 
showing a very appreciable percentage 
of the number of cases decided. 


Let me, on this point, quote the ev’- 
dence laid before the Committee. There 
were witnesses who spoke for all sorts of 
different trades. [{ find that one wit- 
ness, speaking on behalf of the Midland 
Collieries, stated that out of 251 claims 
only one went to arbitration. Evidence 
was given on behalf of the Builders 
Accident Insurance Company to the 
effect that only 1} per cent. of cases were 
taken into Court out of the total number 
of claims ; and another builders’ society 
gave evidence that out of 300 claims only 
two were taken into Court, In the case 
of the Employers United Indemnity 
Society of South Wales the proportion 
was something of the same sort—%8 
per cent. of the cases were settled with- 
out dispute ; and, taking two of the most 
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important railway companies which gave 
evidence, [ find that in the case of the 
Midland Railway Company the evidence 
was that practically all the disablement 
cases were settled by agreement without 
going to law, and that in the case of the 
North Eastern Railway Company, out of 
thousands of cases only three had been 
taken into Court. I think in those cir- 
cumstances the House will not be sur- 
prised that the Committee, having heard 
a vast amount of evidence with regard 
to this particular point, came to the 
deliberate conclusion that on the whole 
the amount of litigation produced by the 
Acts of 1897 and 1900 had been very 
small compared with the great number 
of cases settled by agreement. At the 
same time vhey went on to say—and no 
one will be surprised at the statement— 
that they thought the proportion of 
litigation might and ought to be further 
reduced. The Committee stated in their 
Report that the impression left on their 
minds was that where the organisation 
of associations both of employers and 
workmen was most complete there was 
less amount of litigation. 

As a contrast to some of the cases I 
have stated, [ think I ought to call atten- 
tion to one particular provision which 
was brought prominently before the Com- 
mittee as having given rise te a serious 
amount of litigation. The case I[ refer 
to is dealt with in the first clause. It is 
where a workman has the alcernative of 
either proceeding under the Compensa- 
tion Act of 1897 or trying to recover 
under the Employers Liability Act. It 
was stated before the Committee that a 
serious state of things had arisen from 
the fact that there were a large number 
of cases where workmen had got into the 
hands of somewhat unscrupulous solicitors 
who, even where there was very small 
chance of recovering under the Employers 
Liahility Act, had recommended them 
to take proceedings under that Act, with 
the result that there had been a very 
large expenditure on costs, and the per- 
centage of cases in which they had re- 
covered had been very small indeed. It 
iS curious to notice that this particular 
point has most seriously affected the 
workmen’s interests in Scotland. I[t 
appears that in Scotland there are a con- 
siderable class of speculative law agents 


who have advised workmen to go under | 
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the Employers Liability Act, and the 
result there has been much more serious, 
because under the Scottish law workmen 
can claim to have the case tried by a 
jury, with the result that the costs are 
very much heavier than they would 
otherwise be. 


Compensation Bul, 


Let me give one instance only. A 
witness stated that forty-three cases 
under the Employers Liability Act went 
before juries ; that eleven of those cases 
were decided, after hearing, in the work- 
man’s favour; that the amount of com- 
pensation recovered was £1,735, an 
average of about £158 in each case ; and 
that the expenses in connection with 
those eleven cases were not less than 
£3,050, an average expenditure of about 
£277. I think your Lordships will agree 
that that is a scandal which ought to 
be prevented from continuing if possible. 
Many witnesses advocated that the 
option should be taken away from the 
workman of going under the Employers 
Liability Act when he had a remedy 
under the Compensation Act, and the 
Committee recommended that where the 
Court decided that the workman had an 
adequate claim under the Compensation 
Act he should not pe allowed to go for 
compensation under the Employers 
Liability Act. But that is not the pro- 
posal which is made in this Bill. The 
proposal in the Bill is, shortly, this: 
that in a case where the workman has the 
option of proceeding under the Em- 


| ployers Liability Act or the Compensa- 


tion Act he shall continue to have that 
option, but that if he tries to recover 
under the Employers Liability Act and 
the employer admits his claim under the 
Compensation Act, the procedure shall 
be under the arbitration clauses of the 
Compensation Act, which will lead to 
very much less expense ; and if the work- 
man is not successful in making good his 
claim under the Employers Liability 
Act, the Court is at once to proceed to 
give compensation under the Compensa- 
tion Act, but before the compensation 1s 
paid to the workman the costs are to be 
subtracted which are caused by proceed- 
ings having originally been brought 
under the Employers Liability Act in- 
stead of under the Compensation Act. 
It is hoped that this will do much to dis- 
courage a practice which has been too 
prevalent, and it is as much in the interests 
L 2 
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of the workman himself that he should 
recover without these large costs as it is 
in the interests of the employers. 


I will refer to one other point in con- 
nection with which the Government hope 
to do away with much litigation—the 
case where the medical referee is called 
in. It is found that the power has not 
been nearly so much made use of as was 
expected, and it is proposed under the 
Bill to allow the medical referee to be 
called in at a much earlier period than 
has been the practice hitherto. Hither- 
to he has often been called in only after a 
large part of the law expenses have been 
incurred, and it is hoped that if he is 
called in earlier and his decision as to 
the physical state of the workman is 
accepted as conclusive, it will put a stop 
to a good deal of litigation that has 
hitherto taken place. 


The House will remember that when 
the Act was in Committee in this House 
seven years ago there was a good deal of 
discussion as to the burden that would 
be placed on the coal trade. There has 
been a considerable amount of evidence 
given before the Committee with regard 
to the actual burden placed on the 


coal trade, and I think the most 
convenient way to refer to it would 
be to take the cost per ton that 


the Act has involved in compensation 
for workmen. I will take the evidence 
given on behalf of three of the largest 
colliery owners’ funds—-the Midland Col- 
liery Owners Indemnity Fund, the 
Northern Employers Insurance Fund, 
and the West Yorkshire Coalowners 
Fund. I find that the cost of the Act 
in the first year was in the first case }d. 
per ton; in the second and third cases 
it was a little more; and it has been 
found to be steadily rising during the 
last five years, till in the last year the 
figures were :—-Midland, 3d. per ton; 
Northern, nearly 3d.; and West York- 
shire a similar figure. The strong fea- 
ture in these figures is that since the year 
1899—the vear of the first figures—-the 
cost of the Act has been steadily and 
largely increasing every year. There 
are two causes for that. The better the 


Act was known the more readily work- 
men applied for compensation under it ; 
and in the second, third, and fourth year 
it was necessary not only to pay the com- 
pensation for the year, but the accumu- 


Lord Belper. 
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lated amount of compensation due to 
pensioners who had been injured in the 
previous years, and it is very difficult to 
say when that will cease. It cannot 
cease increasing until the pensioners die 
out or are removed from the fund. 

One witness gave it as his opinion that 
it would go on increasing for four years, 
and that the utmost amount required 
would be jd. per ton; but I should have 
great hesitation in accepting a figure of 
that sort, especially in view of the ex- 
perience of foreign countries. In a great 
many countries of Europe an Act 9f this 
sort has been in force for a much longer 
period than in this country. In Germany 
an Act similar to this has been in force, I 
believe, for twenty years, and figures 
have been published which show that 
even after this long period of years the 
cost of compensation is still steadily 
increasing. Under these circumstances, 
my Lords, the Government feel that they 
should act with very great caution indeed 
in regard to increasing or altering the 
financial burdens as established by the 
Act of 1897, especially as we cannot say 
whether we are at anything like the end 
of the present charge, which already falls 
heavily on many trades, notably on the 
coal trade. What employers complain 
of more than the heavy charge is the 
uncertainty of the Act, and the fact that 
they do not know when they will be ex- 
posed to liability. One of the objects 
of this Bill is to do away with a great 
deal of that uncertainty, to try and 
simpiify the Act and get rid of litigation, 
and to make the operation of the Act 
more certain. 

Representation was made by some 
emplovers to the Committee that the 
clause which prevents a workman getting 
compensation in a case where he has 
contributed to the accident by serious 
misconduct has been very little operative. 
It was pointed out that there have been 
very few cases in which this has been 
held by the Courts to be a bar to recover- 
ing compensation, and the suggestion 
was made that it might be of more effect 
if disobedience to certain rules was made 
the test of losing compensation rather 
than that it should he left to the Courts 
to decide what was wilful misconduct. 
For reasons which were given at the 
time when the Act was passed, the Gov- 
ernment do not think it would be possible 
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to sav that all breaches of rules should 
debar a workman from getting compensa- 
tion. No doubt, rules like those with 
regard to lights in a mine are such that a 
workman ought to be debarred compen- 
sation if he deliberately breaks them ; 
but the Committee were of opinion, and 
the Government have taken the 
view, that it is not possible to lay down 
strict statutory definitions of what should 
be the rules the breaking of which should 
prevent a workman getting compensa- 
tion. They have left it to the discretion 
of the Court. 


Sate 


With regard to workmen the Act has, 
on the whole, worked effectively and 
given them the reasonable compensation 
which it was intended to give them, but 
there are certain diretions in which the 
Act has had a very adverse effect on the 
position of workmen. One is with regard 
to the emplovment of old men. It is 
difficult at all times in certiin trades for 
old men to find employment, but the 
evidence shows that the difficulty has 
been largely increased by the operation 
of the Act. Having to pay considerable 
compensation, employers are unwilling 
to employ old men who, tn the first in- 
stance, would be much more likely to 
have accidents than younger men, and, 
in the second place, would be more 
seriously affected by an accident if it did 
happen. The same is true with regard 
to men who are partially disabled. I 
understand that the insurance compa- 
nies will not insure them at all, because 
the results of an accident may be so seri- 
ous that they may be permanently dis- 
abled. The Government think that this 
oint ought to be met, and they propose 
m the Bill to allow old men, and partially 
disabled men, to agree with their em- 
employers as to the maximum to be 
paid. That maximum may be lower 
than is provided in the Act, but must 
not be less than 5s. weekly, or £25 in a 
lump sum where death results. ‘I'his will, 
we hope, enable a large number of old 
men who have not been hitherto em- 
ployed to obtain work. 


I now come to the deliberate provision 
in the Act of 1897 which prevented any 
compensation being give: for the first 
fortnight after the accident. It has been 
strongly contended on behalf of the 
workmen that this clause should be al- 
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tered, and that they should be allowed 
to have compensation for injury during 
the first fortnight. It has been repre- 
sented that in some cases the present 
provision has the effect of encouraging 
malingering, because if a man is so 
slightly injured that he need not be kept 
away from his work very long, he is in- 
duced to remain away over the fortnight 
in order to get compensation. On the 
other hand, the old arguments which 
were used at the time the Act was 
passed are certainly fully in force now 
—-that it was not intended to give full 
compensation to workmen for the results 
of accidents, and that during the first 
fortnight it was much easier for them 
to make the necessary provision than 
it would be if they were kept out for 
a longer period. But evidence of a very 
remarkable character was placed before 
the Committee as to what the effect would 
be supposing you were to allow compensa- 
for the first fortnight in addition to the 
compensation as at present given. Sir 
Andrew Noble contrasted the system 
of compensation which was in force 
for some years before the Act came into 
Operation with the actual amount of 
compensation paid under the Act. 
Under that system compensation was 
pail for all trivial accidents, and in the 
five years previous to the Act coming 
into force the number of accidents 
amounted in the first year to 10 per cent. 
of the number of workmen employed, 
and it went up in the last year to nearly 
15 per cent. 


What was the result when the Com- 
pensation Act was substituted for the 
scheme that had been in force pre- 
viously 2? Why, in the first year the 
number of cases went down to 3 per cent., 
and in the four years following that 
amount had not risen. It is clear from 
these figures what an enormous number 
of persons would receive compensation 
if the first fortnight was added to the 
compensation given in other ways. In 
addition, the Committee also received 
evidence on this matter from the in- 
surance companies. They asked the insur- 
ance companies what, in their opinion, 
would be the additional risk incurred 
if the first fortnight was added. The 
General Accident Insurance Company 
stated that they thought the additional 
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premium required would be 35 per cent.; 
the Sun Life Company said it would be 
as much as 50 per cent.; that view was 
also taken by the General Insurance 
Company, and the evidence of all the 
insurance companies was that the addi- 
tional risk would be something between 
35 and 50 percent. Under those circum- 
stances, and with those figures. before 
them, the Government felt that if they 
were to comply with the workmen’s 
request in this respect they would be 
altering the financial policy of the Act 
of 1897; and, looking to the rapid in- 
crease of the claims for compensation, 





they do not feel that they would be | 
justified in making a change in the law | 


which would put such a very heavy 
expenditure on the employers. 


I will leave the Amendments which are | 


included in the Bill, and pass to the 
proposed extensions of the original Act. 
They are extensions which may be said to 


come almost within the scope of the Act | 
itself. I willinstance some of them. In the | 
Act as originally passed persons employed | 


in building operations only got com- 
pensation if some part of the building on 
which they were working was more than 
thirty feet high, and where machinery 
on scaffolding was used. It is needless 
to say that the drawing of that line has 


given rise to an immense amount of | 
litigation, and to all sorts of cases of | 
The Govern- | 


difficulty in the Courts. 
ment feel that this is a matter which 
ought immediately to be altered, and for 


the future persons employed on_ all | 


buildings, irrespective of those condi- 
tions, will receive compensation for 
accidents. 


ployed in quarries. 
get compensation under the original Act 
if they were employed in a quarry which 
was less than twenty feet deep. Many 
of the accidents which happen in quarries 
from different causes are equally pre- 
valent in quarries which are not twenty 
feet deep, and under this Bill the pro- 
vision as to depth will be done away 
with, and all employed in quarries will 
get compensation. ‘There has also been 
some difficulty in the case of railways 
owing to the way in which the Act was 
worded. It is proposed by this Bill 


that compensation for accidents on rail- 
ways shall now be extended to persons | 


Lord Belper. 
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The same sort of difficulty | 

has arisen with regard to persons em- 
g I 

They could not | 
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employed on tramways, and private 
railways and sidings, 


| Further, it is proposed to extend the 
| Act to carriers—not to foot carriers— 
| but to carriers using horses. I do not 
| know whether your Lordships are aware 
how dangerovs the calling of a carrier 
is. I have had it brought to my notice 
in connection with the railway company 
of which I am a director. We have a 
report made every fortnight with regard 
to the number of accidents to men in 
the service of the company, and your 
Lordships would be surprised to hear 
what a very large proportion of them 
are accidents to men carrying goods to 
| and from railway stations, and who are 
| quite away from any danger from the 
railway itself. At present a carrier in 
'the employment of a railway company 
would get compensation if he were on 
the premises of the railway company at 
'the time of the accident, but he would 





/get no compensation if the accident 
happened in the street. It is also pro- 
posed to extend the Act to persons 
‘employed in the care and management 
of horses and locomotives, which would 
'include drivers of motor-cars, and also 
to laundries where steam power is used. 
It appears that there is very little danger 
in the case of laundries where steam 
_power is not used. The Bill, therefore, 
will not apply to those laundries. It 
is also proposed to extend the Act to 
workshops where more than five people 
are employed, and also to warehouses. 
Those, I think, are the principal trades 
to which it is proposed to extend the 
Act, and they are very similar in charac- 
ter to those already included. At all 
events, they are all of them dangerous 
| trades, and it has been thought desirable 
to give them the benefit of the Act. 
Two classes of people are not included 
in the Act—seamen and _ fishermen ; 
and [ ought, I think, to explain the 
reasons why they are not included. The 
machinery of the Act is not at all suitable 
for dealing with the case of seamen, 
who are employed in all parts of the 
world, and it might conflict with some 
of the provisions of the Merchant 
Shipping Acts; therefore it has been 
thought better that the case of seamen 
should be dealt with separately by pro- 
visions which would be more suitable for 




















Workmen’s 


273 


giving them compensation. 
to fishermen, the Committee suggest 
that an inquiry should be instituted to 
see whether the provisions of the Act 
would be suitable, but at present, at 
all events, the Government are not 
prepared to recommend that the Act 
should be extended to that class, al- 
though both seamen and fishermen 
are employed in dangerous callings. 


I have endeavoured to point ovt the 
main features of the Bill, and Iam aware 
that there are a very large number of 
important and difficult points which 
I have not ventured to touch upon at 
all at tais stage. With regard to the 
extensions, let me say that they have 
been carried out in conformity with the 
promises which were made in the other 
House by the Secretary of State, who 
undertook to see to what extent he 
could extend the provisions of the Act, 
which, on the whole, has worked well and 
satisfactorily. [f [ have not made allusion 
to a large number of other cases, I hope 
I have said enough to show that this 

sill is not framed in the interests of any 

special class. It is not brought forward 
in favour of either employers or employed 
specially. Its object is to make the 
operation of the Act more simple and 
more certain, to do away with litigation 
as far as possible, and to secure, at the 
least cost, fair compensation to those 
employed in dangerous trades; and to 
do this without putting any unnecessary 
and undue burden on the great industries 
oi this country whose success and develop- 
ment are of so much importance. [ 
move that the Bill be read a 
time. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
2*.’—(Lord Belper.) 


Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, I con- 
gatulate my noble friend who has moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill in so 
interesting a speech on having brought 
in a measure for amending the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act of 1897. I can assure 
him, from judicial experience of the 
difficulties of that Act, that certain 
Amendments were much needed, and I 
think that all the Judges who have had 
the very tiresome task of endeavouring 


to make sense of the provisions of the 
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for removing some of those difficulties. 
But,my Lords, this Bill is a very difficult 
one to understand. [ do not know 
whether your Lordships have endeavoured - 
to master the working of its details. I 
have myself tried to do so, but [ have 
not, I confess, succeeded in thoroughly 
grasping what the provisions of this Bill 
are; and for this reason, that you have 
to compare it with the old Act step by 
step to see how the new clauses will 
dovetail into, not only the language and 
the sections which are amended, but into 
the general scheme of the old Act, and you 
have also to see how far the provisions 
of this Bill will meet the difficulties 
which have been pointed out over and 
over again—and they are very numerous 
—by the learned Judges who have had 
to construe the Act. 


In my opinion it would have been 
much better to have repealed the old 
Act and enacted a new measure em- 
bodying as much of the old Act as it 
was thought advisable to retain and 
incorporating the Amendments proposed 
by the noble Lord. We should then have 
had an intelligible Bill before us which 
those who read could understand, instead 
of a Bill which I venture to say, without 
any disrespect to the intelligence of 
noble Lords, your Lordships will have 
some difficulty in understanding. I re- 
gret extremely that that course was not 
taken. I can assure the noble Lord who 
has brought in the Bill that if it had been 
taken it would have done a great deal 
not only in assisting your Lordships and 
the other House in understanding the 
Bill, but also in enabling the Judges to 
construe it. I cannot describe the tire- 
some and difficult task which a Judge 
has to undertake when he is called upon 
to construe an Act which purports to be 
only a partial Act, and which can only be 
understood by comparing it with other 
Acts and trying to piece them together 
so as to make out what the actual enact- 
ment is. 


Another reason why I regret that the 
course | suggest was not taken is this, 
that the old Act was not worth retaining. 
The scheme of the Act was faulty and 
the details crude and not thought out. 
In many respects it was obscure, and in 
some respects the sections contradicted 
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each other, and the definitions which 
were given in the definition clause for the 
purpose of explaining the meaning of 
the words frequently overlapped each 
other and as frequently left a gap which 
was not filled up. I do not wonder 
that the Act of 1897 has had the unen- 
viable distinction of being called the 
worst-drawn Act on the Statute-book, 
and that it has led to a greater amount of 
litigation of a serious character than any 
other Act in the short space of seven 
years has done. I do not doubt what 
the noble Lord said, that the actual num- 
ber of cases litigated, that is to say, 
which w ere brought into Court for the pur- 
pose of disputing compensation, is not 
large compared to the number of cases 
in which compensation has been paid; 
but the peculiarity of this Act is the 
character of the litigation it has occa- 
sioned, and the fact that the litigation 
has been caused almost exclusively by 
the obscurity of its provisions and the 
contradictory character of its directions. 


Let me take only one instance which 
was referred to by the noble Lord—the 
provision dealing with the height of a 
building. For some reason—to save the 
draftsman trouble, I suppose, for I 
can assign no other reason—the Act 
defined a building within the Act as one 
of a certain height and in which scaffold- 
ing was used. As one of the learned 
Judges—I think it was the Master of the 
Rolls—pointed out in the Court of Ap- 
peal, the accidents which were to be 
compensated for had nothing whatever 
to do with the use of scaffolding. If it 
had been said that the use of a scaffold 
led to a greater number of accidents, or 
that it was only intended to compensate 
for those accidents which were in some 
way connected with scaffolding, I could 
have understood it, but the accidents 
which were to be compensated for had 
nothing whatever to do with the use of 
scaffolding or the height of the building. 
For instance, if a plasterer was at work 
in one of the lower rooms of a building, 
or, it may be, in the basement, and sus- 
tained an accident, he got compensa- 
tion if the building was thirty feet high ; 
but if the building was only twenty-five 
feet high, although the risk was exactly 
the same, and although he was employed 
at precisely the same work, he did not 


Lord Davey. 
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get compensation. That provision, I 
need scarcely tell your Lordships, led 
to a vast amount of litigation, which 
ended only in your Lordships’ House ; 
and those who take part in the judicial 
business of your Lordships’ House will, 
I am sure, confirm me in saying that we 
have had considerable difficulty in de- 
ciding cases which have been brought 
before us under the Act, and that there 
has been a great amount of difference of 
judicial opinion. 


I have not been able to study this 
Bill sufficiently or to compare it with 
the cases, of which the books are full, 
which have been decided on the old Act, 
to know whether it will remove most of the 
serious blots which have been detected 
in the course of that litigation; but Iam 
not satisfied that it will. There was the 
case, which gave rise to an appeal to this 
House and on which there was great 
difference of judicial opinion, as to the 
relation between an ‘‘ undertaker” and 
a sub-contractor. I find in the Bill 
that an ‘ undertaker” in the case of a 
building is the person who undertakes to 
do the work, which one would suppose, 
but vour Lordships know that a great 
amount of building is done by sub-con- 
tractors. One contractor undertakes to 
erect a building, but he lets out the glass 
work, the slating, and other departments 
to sub-contractors. Are those sub-con- 
tractors ‘‘undertakers” towards the 
workmen whom theyemploy? That isa 
question on which there was a difference 
of judicial opinion in this House, and I 
cannot find that it has been solved in 
this Bill. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of HausBpury): In Clause 4. 


Lorp DAVEY : I accept my noble and 
learned friend’s statement, and am glad 
tohearit. But there is also the question, 
what is the relation of an “ undertaker ”’ 
and an employer to each other? Has 
that been up cleared in this Bill? These 
are all questions which will have to be 
carefully considered. I need scarcely 
say that I do not intend to offer any 

pposition to the Second Reading of this 
Bill, but I hope my noble friend will give 
us ample time before taking the Com- 
mittee stage to consider the measure, 
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which I am sure he will admit requires to | 
be examined very carefully in order that | 
we may assist the House, so far as we | 
can, in putting it into a useful shape and | 
making it a complete Bill. 


*THE MARQuess oF RIPON : My Lords, | 
like my noble and learned friend who has | 
just sat down, I do not rise for the purpose | 
of offering any opposition to the Second 
Reading of the Bill. On the contrary, 
I think that in many respects it will make | 
considerable and important improve- 
ments in the present law. But the | 
subject is one of great difficulty, as I am 
sure has been shown by the noble and | 
learned Lord, from whose speech I confess | 
I derive some comfort, because, being | 
myself only a lavman in these matters, | 
I am not so much ashamed as I was | 
before of not being able to understand | 
this Bill. If my noble and learned friend | 
cannot understand it, how can I? I do! 
not propose to touch upon any of the 
legal questions which have been alluded 
to by my noble and learned friend, except 
so far as this. The noble Lord who 
brought in the Bill touched upon the 
question of litigation under it, and spoke 
as if he thought the complaints which 
had been made against its working on 
the ground of its character and of the 
litigation which had arisen under it had 
been to a large extent unfounded. After 
the description which has been given to 
us by my noble and learned friend behind 
me of the character of the Act and the 
great difficulty of understanding it, the 
noble Lord can hardly be surprised if the | 
litigation to which it has led has been a 
matter of criticism. 





Lorp BELPER: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to state that I quoted the opinion | 
of the Committee who had inquired ex- 
haustively into the subject. I quoted | 
their view that the litigation had not 
been very great in proportion to the large 
number of cases settled. 
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'not brought w thin the purview of this 
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tion to which it has led, my noble friend 
opposite has only to thank the author 
of the Act for the manner in which he 
boasted that it was one of the most perfect 
measures that had ever been devised, and 
upon which it was quite impossible that 
important litigation could arise. That, 
my Lords, is probably the reason why 
the Act has in that respect been so much 
criticised. This Bill does a great deal 
that is good. It greatly extends the 
sphere of the operations of the Act of 
1897. It was felt at the time by those, 
at all events, who were in opposition to 


' be a great flaw in the Act that the opera- 


tion of it was so narrow, and its extension 
now is to be very much commended, It 
is certainly a great improvement to get 
rid cf such a peculiar, and, if IT may say 
60 in connection with an Act of Parlia- 
ment, ridiculous provision as that of the 
famous thirty feet building regulation. 


3ut I cannot help turning my attention 
to those who are still left outside by this 
Bill. Their position is a very difficult, 
and, I think, hard one. The more widely 
vou extend the Bill the greater, as it 
seems to me, is the hardship upon those 
who are not brought within its operation. 
[ know that the members of the Com- 
mittee in their Report have given 
si'rong reasons for not extending the 
Bill, at present, at all events, further than 
it goes; but at the s»me time [ cannot 
he!p thinking that the sounder principle 
would have been to make the Bill 
generally applicable and then to have 
made any special exceptions that you 
might have thought necessary. There 
may be in which exceptions 
would have been necessary, but if you 


Cases 


‘had made the Bill generally applicable 


you would have laid it down that asa 
ceneral principle persons engaged in 
labour are entitled to compensation f 
They have a further claim on 


| Bill remain subject to the pressure oi the 


*THe Marquess oF RIPON: T have 
the highest respect for the Committee 
and the able Report they made, but 
it dees not do away with the opinion of 
a learned Judge like my noble and learned 
friend behind me who has just addressed 
us. If there has been any unreasonable 
criticism of the Act in respect of the litiga- 


doctrine of common employment. Long 
ago those with whom I am accustomed 
to act desired to get rid of that doctrine 
altogether, acd we brought ina Bill for 
the purpose, which ultimately failed. I 
think it is verv hard indeed that those to 
whom you refuse—it may be for good 
reasons, I do not wish now to express any 
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opinion on that point—the benefits of 
this Bill should still be specifically left 
under the operation of the doctrine 
of common employment. | think it 
would have heen very desirable if 
the Government could have seen 
their way to lay aside the prejudice 
created by former discussions and boldly 
face the abolition of that doctrine. I do 
not suppose this will be the final Bill on 
the subject; but, as I have said, it effects 
improvements, and if it can only be 
brought into a shape legally workable it 
will certainly have great advantages over 
the Act as it at present stands. 


The last paragraph in the Report of 
the Departmental Committee touches on 
the question of compulsory insurance, 
and seems to me to indicate a desire on 
the part of the Committee that that 
matter should be carefully gone into and 
considered. I am not about to discuss 
that question now. It lies altogether 
outside the purview of this Bill, but I 
think the whole character of the Report 
points distinctly to this, that the great 
question of national insurance for 
accidents is one which ought to be further 
considered by the Government, with a 
view, if possible, to adopting some system 
such as that which exists in Germany 
end, I believe, in other countries. 


That, my Lords, is all I have to say on 
the Bill as a whole, but I should like to 
make just one or two observations in 
respect to some of its details, in order that 
these matters may be brought to the notice 
of the noble Lord previous to our going 
into Committee. ‘he noble Lord in his 
speech alluded to a question upon which 
working men feel very strongly—the 
provision that no compensation should 
be given for the first fortnight. Their 
feeling upon the subject is not unnatural. 
I have iooked at the Report, and have 
read the views expressed by the witnesses 
who were unfavourable to any alteration of 
that enactment. [Iam not quite sure that 
the insurance witnesses are to be taken as 
t.e most competent on the subject. At all 
events, their views are more or less 
theoretical. But there is an important 
piece of evidence in this Report to which 
I would for a moment refer your Lord- 
ships. It is not in the evidence given 
before the Committee, but in the 
Memorandum of Mr, Barnes. Upon that 


The Marquess of Ripon. 


{LORDS} 








Compensation Bill. 280 


subject, as the noble Lord is well aware, 
Mr. Barnes differed from his fellow- 
members on the Committee. He wrote— 

“I think that the provisions for the Ac 
shoald begin to apply at the end of a certain 
number of days, say, four or six, as provided 
by trade unions and friendly societies. These 
bodies have found the shorter time quite 
sufficient to exclude cases of minor injury, and 
with the suggested improvements with regard to 
medical examinations I think the same would 
apply to the Compensation Act if a shorter 
period of exemption were adopted.” 


That which seems to me to be im- 
portant in that statement is the 
reference to experience of trades unions 
and friendly societies. Their interests in 
this matter are just the same as the 
interests of the employers. They do not 
wish to pay out of their funds anything 
which is not due, or to encourage 
malingering, and their experience is 
practical experience. I donot know how 
tar that part ot the matter was con- 
sidered by the Committee, but I would 
suggest to the noble Lord that he should 
—not in connection with this Bill 
perhaps, but at some future time—make 
himself acquainted with what has been 
the practice of those great bodies engaged 
in payments in cases of accident, and 
see whether they have found any 
difficulty in working the shorter period, 


The other point is this. Under the 
third clause of this Bill, the time for 
giving notice of an accident is more 
limited than in the principal Act. It is 
to be limited now to six days, I am 
quite aware that power is given 
to the County Court Judge to extend 
that period, if necessary, or at all events 
to overlook the neglect if the notice is 
not given within that time; but I am 
bound to say that in my opinion six days 
is a very short time in many cases, 
especially in cases of serious accidents. 
A family is so disturbed and disorganised 
by a serious accident to the breadwinner, 
and, it may be, by his death, that I 
would ask the noble Lord to consider 
whetner it is really necessary to make 
this alteration. The principal Act, as 
the noble Lord knows, practically left 
the consideration of the time to the 
Judge. It was to be a reasonable time, 
but he was to decide whether it fulfilled 
the requirements of the Act or 
not. It strikes me that that was a 
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better arrangement than the one now! 


proposed, because then the Judge would 
have felt himself free to deal with the 
particular circumstances of the case, 
whereas if you lay down a period of six 
days he will feel himself bound to as 
much as possible limit the time in that 
way. Those are the only two points 
which strike me at the moment. I hope 
that the noble Lord when we ge‘ into 
Committee will give his reasons for this 
last change, to which he did not a!lude in 
his speech. With these few observa- 
tions, and rejoicing that at last the 
authors of the Act of 1897 have found 
out some, at all events, of the defects of 
that measure, I welcome this Bill, and 
support its Second Reading. 


THE Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I do not rise to offer any objection 
to the Second Reading of this Bill; but 
I would like to ask whether any one of 
your Lordships has ever seen a Bill 
which was so unintelligible. I was very 
much consoled by hearing that the noble 
and learned Lord who spoke last but one 
could not understand it. If Lord Davey 
and noble Lords who are learned in the 
law cannot understand it, what chance 
have we poor unfortunate laymen? If 
we had been dependent sclely upon the 
Bill for arriving at the meaning of its 
provisions, we should have been in a 
state of absolute perplexity and bewilder- 
ment; but, fortunately, the noble Lord 
when he printed the Bill also printed a 
White Paper, and it is that Paper which 
your Lordships must read if you wish to 
understand the provisions of the Bill. 
When the noble and learned Lord said it 
would have been very much better if the 
Act had been repealed and the operations 
which it was proposed to re-enact had 
been reprinted together with the Amend- 
ments, I could not help feeling that that 
was a proceeding which your Lordships 
would have welcomed with the greatest 
delight. But that isa form of proceed- 
ing, unfortunately, which there is no 
chance of having adopted. That is the 
misfortune of our position. Bills are 
prepared to pass, and in order that a 
Bill may pass it is desirable. from the 
draftsman’s point of view, that there 
should be as little as possible in it, as 


printed, which is capable of attack ; and 


therefore I think that in this Bill the_ 
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draftsman may be said to have sur- 
passed himself, The Amendments which 
it is proposed to make are simply un- 
intelligible when taken in the Bill as 
printed, and I greatly fear that if the 
present practice of drafting is continued 
we shall understand less and less the 
Bills laid before us. 


This Bill is essentially one for consideras 
tion in Committe? and therefore I do not 
propose to detain your Lordships at 
any length at this stage; but I wish to 
call the noble Lord’s a‘tention to one 
point. The noble Lord in his speech did 
not explain to us why in Clause 7 the 
interpretation of the word “dependants ” 
is enlarged. The enlargement of the 
definition of thit word, of course, greatly 
increases the extent of the Bill. If your 
Lordships will look at the White Paper 
you will see that in the Act as it stands 
only direct ascendants and descendants 
and the widow are included, but under 
this Bill ‘‘ dependants” will mean such 
of the members of the workman’s family 
as were wholly or in part dependent 
upon the earnings of the workman at the 
time of his death, and as are residing in 
the British Islands; that is to say, wife 
or husLand, father, mother, grandfather, 
grandmother, step-father, step-mother, 
son, daughter, grandson, granddaughter, 
step-son, step-daughter, brother, sister, 
halt-brother, half-sister. Those are all 
new words, and the result is to bring in 
persons who are not in the direct line 
of ascent or descent, and thereby largely 
to extend the Bill. That is a matter 
which I have no doubt the noble Lord 
will explain when we go into Committee, 
but it 1s one of sach importance that I 
thought it worth while to mention it at 
this stage. 


*Tae LORD BISHOP or LONDON: 
My Lords, I should like, on behalf of the 
great body of Christian workers who 
visit these men after their accidents, to 
add a few words in support of the Second 
Reading of this Bill. It so happens 
that in 1897, when the previous Act was 
passed, I was in daily contact with work- 
ing men, both in health and in sickness, 
and whatever hard words may be used 
with the Act of 1897 
I can certainly say that it did re- 
move a burning sense of injustice from 
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the working classes. Therefore, because 
this Bill enforces the principle in the 
Act of 1897, I should support it if it 
did nothing else; but it goes further 
and greatly extends the provisions of 
that Act. The fact that this Bill 
embraces a large number of those who 
were under a sense of injustics owing 
to their being excluded gives a second 
reason why we should support it. I 
am keenly conscious of the difficultv 
with regard to old men. Only those 
who really see day by day what is the 
fate and destiny of individual men know 
what a terrible injury it is to a working 
man at this moment to be old at all—to 
be over forty. Therefore, if the working 
of the Compensation Act, which has 
done so much good, can in any way be 
modified on behalf of old men, who 
certainly have suffered as a result of its 
provisions, it is a matter for gratification. 
I have the greatest pleasure in supporting 
the Second Reading of the Bill. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, if I could look at this q:estion 
from a theoretical point of view | 
should heartily agree with my noble and 
learned friend opposite that it would 
have been much better if » new Bill hid 
been introduced repealing the Act of 
1897; but the diffiexltv in the wav of 
that is thit it would add very much to 
the Porliamentary labours of carrving 
the Bill ‘hrouch both Hous-s. While we 
in this House might thus have framed 
a much more perfect measure than can 
be produced by taking this supple- 
mentary Bill, there would be consider- 
able difficulty in carrying it through the 
other House. I would ask the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House if the 
Government will assist us by giving us 
every opportunity of dealing with ths Bill 
carefully in Committee. I hope the 
Committee stage will not be taken before 
Easter. This is not a question to be 
dealt with m Standing Committee ; the 
responsibility of framing the measure 
must be borne by the Committee of the 
Whole House. Everyboly is agreed with 
my noble and learned friend Lord Davev 
as to the difficulty of construing the 
present Act. That difficulty will be 


much greater when we have this supple- 
mentary Act to read in with it, and [ am 
appalled at the difficulty which Courts 
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of Justice will experience in understand- 
ing it. The Government apparently 
have been fully aware of that and have 
endeavoured to meet it, but Iam afraid 
they have endeavoured to do so in a way 
which must be carefully considered before 
being sanctioned by your Lordships’ 
House. In Clause 22 of the Bill itis pro- 
vided that when this Bill becomes an Act, 
and in order, I presume, to facilitate the 
reiding of it with the original Act, the 
K’ng’s printer is empowered to print the 
principal Act “ with the ad litions, omis- 
sions, and substitutions required by this 
Act.” Ttis, then, not for us to read the two 
Acts together; the King’s printer is to 
be the responsible individual to tell us 
how this Act is to be read. We shall 
have no record of that in the Journals of 
the House; there will be no record of such 
alterations; and yet that Act, so printed, 
will be binding and will be produced for all 
purposes as having the authority of an 
Act of Parliament. Tt may be that my 
noble friend Lord Belper his a precedent 
for this, but I have it on the highest 
authority that this provision was put in 
a Bill some vears ago and wi‘hdrawn on 
the ground that it was unconstitu- 
tonal. JI would ask the noble Lord 
whether it is advisable for us to dele- 
gate the power of Parliament to the 
King’s printer. Apart from this criti- 
cism. I shall be glad to give every assist- 
ance in carrying the Bill, as it contains 
m :iny Amendments beneticial to workmen. 


Tae Earn or HALSBURY: My 
Lords, with regard to the last point 
raised I cannot help thinking that my 
noble and learned friend rather exagger- 
ates the importance of it. There are 
many precedents for this sub-section as 
to prin ing. It was in the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1887, the Designs and 
Trade Marks Act, 1888, the Pensioners 
Computation Act, the Army Annual Act, 
and other measures. If any question 
should arise as to a difference between 
the Act as passed and the Act as printed, 
that only would avail which had been 
passed by Parliament and received the 
Roval Assent. I do not think it likely 
that any difficulty will arise, the King’s 
printers never having beea found to be 
in default in this respect. If, however, 
any serious objection is taken to the sub- 
section in Committee, my noble friend 
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who introduced the Bill will probably 
not insist upon it. 


THE LORD BISHOP or SALIs- 
BURY: My Lords, I should like to 
thank the Lord Chancellor for what he 
has said. I hope our legal friends will 
allow us to have amended Acts printed 
in this manner. It wou!d be impossible 
to understand them if they were not so 
printed. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANsDowNE): I only rise for the purpose 
of saving, in answer to the appeal of Lord 
James of Hereford, that it is not proposed 
to take the Committee stage of the Bill 
till after Kaster, so as to give ample time 
for its consideration. 


On Question, Bill read 2", and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on the second sitting day alter 
the recess at Easter. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (MERTHYR 
TYDFIL SCHEME CONFIRMATION) 
BILL [H.t.]. 

Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


STREET BETTING BILL [u.1.]. 
Debate on Amendment moved after 
Third Reading resumed (according to 
order). 


The said Amendment, by leave of the 
House, withdrawn. 


Lorp DAVEY explained that he 
had put Amendments on the Paper 
with a view to meeting the objections 
taken on the previous occision by the 
noble and learned Earl onthe Woolsick. 
The first Amendment was to Clause 1, 
which dealt with frequenting “ any street, 
public park, garden, or sea beach” for 
the purpose of betting. It proposed to 
omit the words ‘‘ public park, garden, or 
ser beach.” The second Amendment 
proposed to provide thit the word 
‘street’ should not include‘ any vaeint 
ground op:n to the public, common 
ground not used for the purpose of a 
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racecourse or adjacent thereto, or any 
space under a railway arch,” as stated in 
the Bill, and that the expression ‘ public 
place’ should include “any public park, 
garden, or sea beach, and any unenclosed 
ground to which the public for the time 
being have unrestricted access.” The 
third Amendment referred to Clause 2, 
which provided that the Bill should not 
apply to a racecourse, and its object was 
to secure that the exemption should only 
apply to @ racecourse for racing with 
horses. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, after the word 
‘street’ to insert the word ‘or, and to 
leave out from the word ‘ public’ to the word 
‘on’ in line 6 and insert the word ¢ place.’ ” 
—(Lord Davey.) 


Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatsspury): So far as [ am concerned 
I assent to all the Amendments standing 
in the name of my noble and learned 
friend. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
should like to thank the Lord Chancellor 
for having met us in the matter. I hope 
that the arrangement is satisfactory from 
his point of view, it certainly is so 
from mine. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


‘In Clause 1, page 2, line 12, to leave out 
from the word ‘not’ to the end of the clause 
and to insert the words ‘and the words ** public 
place” shall include any public park, garden, or 
sea-beach, and any unenclosed ground to which 
the public for the time being have unrestricted 
access.’ ’’—(Lord Davey., 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 


Amendment moved— 

In Clause 2, page 2, ‘ine 17, after the word 
‘racecourse’ to insert the words ‘for racing 
with horses.’ ’’—(Lord Davey.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


MILITARY WORKS AT ST. LUCTA. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for War whether he can now state the 
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total amount which has been spent on 
barracks, hospita!s, and other works in 
St. Lucia under the War Office or other 
Departments of the Government. I have 
to apologise to the noble Karl for giving 
him the trouble of answering my Question 
with regard to St. Lucia in two instal- 
ments. It is quite true that I wished 
to know how much money had _ been 
spent on St, Lucia during the last three 
years, but I also wanted to know the 
whole sum that had been so spent, 
because it seemed to me that the case 
was an interesting one and one of very 
considerable importance. It is only of 
very recent years that it was determined 
that great military works were necessary 
at St. Lucia. They were entered into; 
many hundreds of thousands of pounds 
were spent upon them; and_ then, 
suddenly, just as they were approaching 
completion, the whole policy was changed, 
and these great works were found to be 
of no use and were abandoned, and it is 
even admitted that the Government do 
not see any use to which the buildings 
can be put in the future. That seemed 
to me a very serious matter. Of course, 
it is quite right that when a policy is 
changed the necessary effect should be 
given to it; but it does seer curious 
that the Government should come to 
a decision to adopt a certain policy, 
and never at that time have had 
an idea that possibly the policy would 
be utterly reversed within ten years, 
The result is that there has been this 
heavy expenditure for which the tax- 
payers get no return whatever. No doubt 
these instances may be inevitable under 
certain conditions, but they should be as 
rare as possible, and when they do take 
place they should have attention called 
to them, and the very fullest information 
should be given as to how they occurred 
and the reason for them. 


*THe UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Donouau- 
MORE): My Lords, I can assure the noble 


{LORDS} 
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mittee recommended the adoption of St. 
Lucia as a coaling station in preference 
to Port English in Antigua. From 1881 
to 1888 I can trace no expenditure on 
works at St. Lucia. Since 1888, the date 
of the passing of the Imperial Defence 
Act, the expenditure at St. Lucia by the 
War Office has been, roughly, £408,000. 
I am informed that the Admiralty have 
spent £9,945, raised partly on the Esti- 
mates and partly on loan. The Colonial 
Office have made no expenditure for 
Imperial purposes there, though I believe 
they have spent money for purely Colonial 
purposes. 
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GERMANY AND BRITISH TRADERS. 

Tus Eart or JERSEY rose ‘ To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what steps have been taken to correct 
the action of the German Government 
against British traders in the Mar- 
shall and Caroline groups of islands.” 
He said: My Lords, the subject to which 
my Question refers is of considerable im- 
portance to British trade in the Pacific. 
Most of the islands in that ocean have 
been acquired by European Powers. 
The Marshall and Caroline groups are 
within the German sphere of influence. 
In 1886 the decliration between Germany 
and Great Britain contained these two 
clauses — 

“That the subjects of either State shall be 
free to resort to all the possessions or protector- 
ates of the other State in the Western Pacitic, 
and to settle there, and to acquire and to hold 
all kinds of property, and to engage in all de- 
scriptions of trade and professions and agri- 
cultural and industrial undertakings, subject to 
the same conditions and laws, and enjoy the 
same religious freedom and the same protection 
and privileges as the subjects of the Sovereign 
or protecting State.” 

and, further— 

“That the ships of both States shall in all 
respects reciprocally enjoy equal treatment as 
well as most-favoured-nation treatment, and 
merchandise of whatever origin imported by 
the subjects of either State, under whatever 
flag, shall not be liable to any other or higher 


Lord that his apology for troubling me | duties than that imported by the subjects of 


twice was quite unnecessary. I am 


always glad to give himinfurmation. As ' 


far as I can ascertain, the policy ot having 
considerable works at St. Lucia dates 
from the third Report of Lord Car- 
narvon's Commiitee, which was laid 


before Parliament in 1882. The Com- , 
Lord Tweedmouth, 


| the other State or of any third Power.” 


A fine declaration of equality and im- 
partiality of treatment. Under the pre- 
sum:d protect.on of these clauses Messrs. 
Burns. Philp & Co., of Sydney, d2cided 
to open up a trade with these islands. 
Before doing so they made inquiries at 
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the German Consulate and were informed 
that their vessels would be treated the 
same aS German vessels were treated. 
They despatched a ship, the ‘ Ysabel.” 
On arrival at the Marshall Islands a fee 
of £225 was demanded for the licence to 
trade for four weeks. I may state that 
German ships can trade in our groups of 
islands for the fee of £100 per annum. 
Subsequently on the ship’s arrival at the 
Caroline Islands the supercargo was in- 
formed that the German company, 
Jaluit Gesellschaft, had a monopoly 
except as regards two insignificant is- 
lands. So the steamer had to leave 
without doing any trade. 


Germany and 


In August the ‘‘Ysabel” went to 
the Marshall Islands fcr the second 
time, and the same heavy fee was 
asked. Messrs. Burns & Oo. then 
arranged to lease a piece of land 
from a native chief. The agreement was 
similar to an agreement made by the 
same chief with the German company, 
but the head German official refused to 
allow Messrs. Burns’ agreement to be 
ratified, though he stated that the Ger- 
man company possessed the right to 
acquire land. In October a third voyage 
was made. On the ship’s arrival the 
supercargo was informed that the fee had 
been doubled from £225 to £450, and the 
ship returned without trading. Again, 
in November another voyage was pro- 
jected, and then the owners were informed 
that in addition to the doubled licence 
fee there would bean export tax of thirty 
marks per ton on all copra. This trip 
was cancelled. Needless to say, these 
frustrated attempts to create trade caused 
loss to a very enterprising British com- 
pany. I can speak personally of the high 
position which Messrs. Burns, Philp & 
Co. have gained as traders, for I know 
them very well. These are the points, 
restated. A fee of £225 for four weeks 
trading as against a fee cf £100 for fifty- 
two weeks charged by Great Britain ; 
then the doubling of the fee and the 
addition of an export tax; the refusal to 
allow trade in one group on the score of 
the monopoly of the German company ; 
the refusal to allow the leasing of land 
to a British company though it is allowed 
to a German company; and all these 


hostile moves in the face of the treaty | 
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giving equal rights to the subjects of both 
countries. 


It is not only the loss to one firm 
which we have to consider. The policy 
of Germany is significant. It is directed 
towards the one object of ousting British 
trade from the Pacific. it is another 
phase of the same policy which confronts 
us in China and elsewhere. I have 
quoted the clauses which give to Great 
and Greater Britain certain rights. The 
trade of the Pacific is part of the natural 
inheritance of our fellow-subjects in the 
Southern Hemisphere. We are their 
trustees, and we must take care that no 
right is sacrificed to or absorbed by other 
Powers. I feel sure that the noble Mar- 
quess will take the matter up, but I 
should like to impress upon him the 
absolute necessity of an early decision, 
The Germans are in favour of delay, 
because they have shut the door against 
our traders and at the same time they 
can trade freely with our islands, so they 
have nothing to lose. We, on the other 
hand, run the risk of seeing our rivals 
secure in their own possessions capturing 
our trade. My belief is that if matters 
like this are allowed to drift slowly our 
fellow-subjects who are keenly interested 
in the Pacific will have no resource but 
to consider the necessity of retaliation. 
I ask the Question standing im my 
name. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspDowNeE): My Lords, the question 
to which my noble friend has referred 


is engaging the close attention of 
His Mijesty’s Government. I do not 


question the accuracy of the statements 
which he made to the House. In 
our opinion the treatment received by 
British trade in these islands is of a 
very unsatisfactory character. In the 
Marshall Islands the trade is in the 
hands of a German company, which, 
under a contract with the German 
Government made in 1888, unites the 
functions of a trading body and those of 
the Government of the islands. The 
result of this combination of functions 
is som-what singular. The company in 
its capacity of a trading company is in 
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theory liable to pay the same duties as 
any other treding company, but when 
it reappears in its capacity as the Govern 
ment of the islands it uses the proceeds 
of these duties to assist its own revenues. 
When mony passes [ am given to under- 
stand that it is only a transfer, so to 
speak, from one pocket to the other. 
This is, in our view, distinctly an evasion 
of the spirit as well as of the letter of 
the declaration of 1886, which my noble 
friend quoted —a declaration under which 
absolutely equal rights were secured to 
British and German traders in British 
and German possessions in the Western 
Pacific. I think I may say that the 
whole of the correspondence which took 
place at the time of that declaration 
shows that its real intention was to guard 
against a monopoly of this kind. The 
Caroline group was bought by Germany 
from Spain in 1889—that is, after the 
date of the declaration—and the group 
lies within the region to which these 
declarations apply In spite of these 
facts, I believe it is the case that there 
has been an absolute prohibition of all 
but German trade in the group, except 
in the case of two small islands which 
are really not worth mentioning at all. 
Representations have, I need not say, 
been made to the German Government 
upon this subject. I am not at this 
moment able to tell my noble friend any- 
thing as to their result, but he may rest 
assured we shall continue to press upon 
the attention of the German Government 
what seems to us a violation of the 
declaration of 1886. 





*LorD STANMORE: My Lords, whilst 
disclaiming any wish to act as the 
apologist of the German Government, 
I think it is only just to point out that 
German ships going to the Marshall 
Islands are subjected to exactly the same 
While the 
conduct of the German authorities may 
he an evasion of the spirit of the engage- 
ment entered into with England, I do 
not think it is a breach of its letter. 
Nor do I think it is quite fair to say 
that the Jaluit Company puts into one 
nocket what it 


penalties as Eng'ish ships. 


ihe expenses of administration, but it 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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pays out of another. , 
The company is bound to defray all 





Bil Business. 292 
has no voice in fixing those exp2nses, 
which are imposed entirely at the dis- 
cretion of the Colonial Office in Berlin. 


_As regards the purchase of land from 


native chiefs, I would call attention to 
the fact that we equally prohibit 
native chiefs from selling land to 
strangers without a warrant from the 
British authorities. In that particular 
I do not think we have reason to complain 
of the action of the German Government. 


THe Eart or JERSEY: The agree- 
ment for leasing land would have been 
made with a chief with whom a German 
company had made an agreement, and 
on the same terms and, according to the 
declaration of 1886, the same right of 
acquiring possessions in the islands 
was accorded to British and German 
subjects. 


Lorp STANMORE: It is, of course, 
impossible to discuss this matter further 
here; but my information is rather 
different from the noble Earl’s. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six o'clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 4th April, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]; Hessle 
Gas Bill [Lords]; Clyde Navigation 
(Reconstitution) Bill [Lords]. Read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP No. 3). 


Sir Lewis McIver reported from the 
Committee on Group No. 3 of Railway 
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Pr.vate 


Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, they had adjourned till Thursday, 
at Eleven of the clock. 


teport to lie upon the Table.. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
They have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to further extend the periods 
for the commencement of the construction 
and for the completion of the tramways, 
tramroads, and other works, and for the 
taking of lands authorised by the West 
Cumberland Electric Tramways 


The West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
Act, 1903, within which distributing 


mains for the supply of electricity were 


to be laiddown; and for other purposes.” 
(West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for | 
incorporating and conferring powers upon | 


the Hessle Gas Light and Coke Company.” 
{Hessle Gas Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act | 


to amend the Constitution of the 
Trustees of the Clyde Navigation; and 
for other purposes.” [Clyde Navigation 
(Reconstitution) Bill [Lords.] 


Notices for the Third Re ding or con- 
sideration of eighteen Private Bills 
appeared on the Paper, and as each title 
was called objection was taken by a 


Nationalist Member, and the Bills were | 


deferred to the following day. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): Ona 
point of order, Mr. Speaker, eleven | 


Bills stood over from yesterday and 
appear upon the,Paper to-day by the 
order of the House. I beg to call your 
attention to the fact that the Standing 
VOL. CXLIV. [Fourra Serres] 
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Act, 
1s)L; to extend the period limited by | 
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Order lays down that proposed private 

business must be divided equally be- 
tween Government and private Members’ 
time. I understand that all the eleven 
Bills are to be taken in private Members’ 
time. This would be a breach of the 
Standing Orders, 





| *Mr. SPEAKER: The discretion in 
| these cases is given by the Standing 
| Order to the Chairman of Committee of 
| Ways and Means, and if the hon. Mem- 
ber complains of his conduct he can take 


| the usual course. 


| 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
| N.): Is there no way of preventing 
| perfectly captious objections ? 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
|S.): Order, order; take the Chair your- 


| 
| self! 
| 
| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the hon. 
| Member will not persist in these inter- 
/ruptions; they are most disorderly. The 
| hoa. Member asked me a perfectly proper 
| Question. [am not aware of any mode 
|in which I can interfere, and I am not 
| the judge of waether objections are 


| captious or not. 


| 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Hear, hear! 
| That is all I want. 
| 
| 
| The following were the Bills objected 
to— 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill; Epping 
|Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill; 
'Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water 
Bill; Loughborough Corporation Bill; 
| Norwich Union Life Insurance Society 
Bill; Weybridge and Walton - upon- 
|Thames Electric Supply Bill. To be 
| read the third time To-morrow. 

M 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Accrington Corporation Bill (by Order) ; | 
Accrington District Gas and Water Board | 
Clay Cross Railway 


Bill (by Order) ; 
(Abandonment) Bill (by Order); South 
Suburban Gas Bill (by Order) ; Wrexham 
Gas Bill (by Order). Third Reading 


deferred till To-morrow (Evening Sitting). 


Acton Sewage Bill (by Order) ; Ilfra- 
combe Harbour and Improvement Bill 
(by Order). Consideration, as amended, 
deferred till To-morrow (Evening Sitting). 


Nottingham and Retford Railway Bill 
(by Order) [not amended]. Consideration 
deferred till To-morrow (Evening Sitting). 


Otley Improvement Bill (changed from 
‘Otley Gas and Improvement Bill”’) (by 
Order); Seaham Gas Bill (by Order) ; 
Sunderland and South Shields Water 
Bill (by Order). Consideration, as 
amended, deferred till To-morrow (Even- 
ing Sitting). 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Gov- 
ernment Provisional Orders (Poor Law) 
Bill. Second Reading deferred till To- 


morrow, 


PETITIONS. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table, 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
CLOSING). 
Petition from Liverpool, fur alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against; to 
lie upon the Takle. 


{COMMONS} 
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Reports, &e. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Aberdeen 
(two); Innellan; and Macduff; to lie 
upon the Table. 


AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 


LOCAL 


Petition from Lancashire and Cheshire, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Durham ; 
Walt ham- 


from 
and 


Petitions against; 
Newlyn; 


stow; to lie upon the Table. 


Sancreed ; 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 


to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Erdington; 
and Ruskington; to lie upon the Table. 


SUGAR TAX. 
Petition from York, for repeal; to lie 


upon the Table. 


WYER, THOMAS ROLAND. 
Petition of Thomas Roland Wver, for 
inquiry into his case; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896 
(GRANTS TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 


Return presented, relative thereto, 
[ordered March 16th; Mr, Jesse Collings]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS) 


Copy presented, of Report No. 30 
(Pitcairn Island, by Mr. R. I. Simons) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Railway and Transit Facilities in the 
Sneem District— Withdrawal of Clyde 
Shipping Company. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 
whether any agreement entered 
into between the Clyde Shipping Com- 
pany, the Russell Steamer Company, 
an] the Great Southern and Western 
Railway, or between any two of them, 
previous to the withdrawal of the Clyde 


Was 


Shipping Company from the south-west 
coast service; if so, was the Congested 
Districts Board aware of the nature of 
this agreement; is he aware that all the 
new rates quoted for Sneem by the rail- 
way company are in excess of those 
previously quoted by the Clyde Shipping 
Company, and in the of 
classes of goods show an increase of from 


20 to 50 per cent., as, for example, in the 


case some 


case of timber, petroleum, and cement ; 
whether his attention has been called to 
the inad quacy of the proposed service 
of carts from Kenmare, seeing that the 
Clyde Shipping Company us:d to carry 
fifteen tons per week on an average to 
Sneem; and whether he proposes to 
secure that the railway rates will be 
reduced in sucha way that no additional 
charge will fall on the people of the 
Sneem district in consequence of the with- 
driwal of the Clyde Shipping Company. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Bord have no knowledge of any such 
igreement. It is the case that the rail- 
way rates are higher than the steamer 
rates were, but this is almost invariably 
the case. The Bourd understand that, 
even while the subsidy to the Clyde Ship- 
ping Company was being paid by them, 
many Sneem traders, being dissatisfied 


with the irregularity of delivery and the | 


M 2 
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absence of storage, had their goods con- 
veved by rail to Kenmare and carted 
them thence at their own expense. The 
Board have now secured from the rail- 
way company through rates, with a reg- 
ular delivery and storage at Sneem, at a 
great reduction on the former railway 
There has -been no time, as yet, 
to test the adequacy of the service of 
eatts. Ido not see that the railway com- 
pany can properly be further pressed in 
the matter. 


rates. 


British Supreme Court at Shanghai—Title 
of ‘‘ Chief Justice.” 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs for what 
reason the title of Chief Justice has been 
taken away from the Judge at the head 
of the British Supreme Court at Shang- 
hii; and whether, in view of the import- 
ance attached to the title by British 
residents in China, the former appella- 
tion can be restored. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) 1 would 
refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
given to the Member for the Barnsley 
Divison of Yorkshire on the 23rd ¥ ultimo. 


Rates and Expenditure of London Local 
Authorities. 

Me. W. F.D. SMITH (Strand, Wost- 
minster): To ask the President of the 
Government Board if he will 
grant a Return showing, since 1895, 
the total amount of money expended and 
the rate in the pound raised for all 
couity purposes, including education, in 
the county of London, and for ali loca] 
purposes by and borough 
councils, respectively. 


Local 


vestries 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
following statement containing particulars 





+ See (4) Debates, exliii., 952. 
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Danger of Fire from Explosions caused 
by Electrical Mains. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been called to a recent 
action against the Corporation of Man- 
chester in which the plaintiffs succeeded 
in recovering damages for losses sustained 
through a fire caused by an explosion in 
one of the corporation’s electrical mains ; 
and, seeing tht the plaintiffs based their 
claim on the ground that the linking-up 
<vstem laid down in the streets of Man- 
chester causes a difficulty in localising 
leakage and constituted a public danger, 
will he state whether this system is 
generally adopted in London, and 
whether any improved system has 
received the consideration of the Board 
ot Trade. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Yes, 
Sir, the attention of the Board of Trade 
has been called to the action referred to 
by the hon. Member. An improved 
svstem in which the mains are separated 
into sections connected by suitable fuses, 
and whereby the difficulty in localising 
leakage and consequent risk are much 
reduced, has received the consideration 
of the Board of Trade, and has been 
adopted in all undertakings established 
during the list two years in London and 
elsewhere. [ also understand that the 
iuproved system has been applied 
voluntarily to many existing under- 


takings in London. 


Repair of Cable between Tory Island and 
the Mainland. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
a k the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whother he is aware that the telegraphic 
cable connecting Tory Island with the 
mainland of county Donegal was broken 
or injured during the past winter; and 
taat this cable when in use affords the 
ouly means of communication with the 
iaainland during stormy weather when 
the small boats of the islanders cannot 
venture out ; and whether, in view of the 
danger both of the outbreak of epidemic 
sickness, and of the exhaustion of pro- 
visions during prolonged rough weather, 
he can promise that the cable will be 
repaired at an early date. 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) | am sorry 
that it has not been possible to under- 
take the repair of the cable to Tory 
island during the winter months. In 
the meantime a suggestion has been 
male that communication should be 
established by means of _ wireless 
telegraphy, and I hope to arrive at a 
decision at an early date. 


Loss of the “ Khyber ” —Telegraphic Com- 
munication between Lighthouses and 
the Shore. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the S-cretary to the Board of Trade 
whether, in the Board of Trade inquiry 
into the loss of the “ Khyber,” intor- 
mation will be obtained from the keepers 
of the Wolf, or other lighthouses in the 
neighbourhood, if the lights of the ship, 
or signals from her, were seen on the 
night preceding the wreck; and, if so, 
whether early steps will be taken to 
provide telegraphic communication with 
the shore to obviate the recurrence of 
similar disasters. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Yes, 
Sir, steps have already been taken by the 
3oard of ‘Trade with a view to obtaining 
the evidence of the keepers of the Wolf 
and Longships lighthouses, who were on 
duty at the time of the recent wreck of 
the‘ Khyber.” With regard to the latter 
part of the Question, [ can only refer the 
hon. Member to the reply I gave to a 
similar inquiry on the 27th Marchf. 


Regulations for the Sale of Poisons— 
Amendment of the Law. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home epart- 
ment, having regard to the frequency 
of suicides by poison, and loss of life 
through the administration of poison by 
misadventure, will he state whether the 
(fovernment still propose to amend the 
law regulating the sale of poisons; 
and, if so, whether there is any pro- 
bability of a Bill being introduced by the 
Government this session. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) { fear that on this subject I 
cannot add anything to the reply which 





t See (4) Debates, cxliii., 1175. 
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I gave to the hon. Member on March 
13th last. 


Postal Officials and Licensing Petitions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether it is permissible 
for any one in the postal service in the 
course of the performance of his duties 
to ask for signatures to a petition for 
ie granting of a licence for the sale of 
intoxicating liquors. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
action described by the hon. Member 
would be very irregular, and I shall be 
glad if he will furnish me with particulars 
of any such case. 


Return of Burgh Charities (Scotland). 

Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether he 
is in @ position to supplement the Return 
already promised by him of Parochial 
Charities in Scotland by including in it 
Burgh Charities, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Secretary for Scotland is piepared to 
supplement the Return to the extent 
proposed by the right hon. Member. 


Completion of New Buildings for Victoria 
and Albert Museum. 


Mr. COGHILL = (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, 
as representing the First Commissioner 


of Works, if he can say when the 
new buildings of the Victoria and 
Albert Museum in Cromwell Road 


are likely to be finished, and if efforts 
will be made to have them com- 
pleted before the close of the present 
year; when will the new wing of the 
Museum in Imperial Institute Road be 
opened, and how soon can the temporary 
sheds which are now used for the pur- 
poses of the Museum between Prince’s 
Gate and Queen’s Gate be dispensed 
with. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
contract for the building of the Victoria 
and Albert Museum is to be finished in 
February, 1907. It is impossible to 
hasten the completion. Hon. Members 
are perhaps not aware that the founda- 
tion stone was laid by Her late Majesty’s 





+ See (4) Debaies, exlis., 1204. 
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desire at a date considerably earlier 
than the works could be begun; hence 
much apparent delay. As regards the 
Royal College of Science in Imperial 
Institute Road, the building cannot be 
ready for occupation before the spring 
of next year. None of the temporary 
sheds can be vacated until then at the 


earliest.% 


Suggested Laying out as Public Garden of 
round in front of Victoria and Albert. 
Museum. 
“2Mr. COGHILL: To ask the hon. 
Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether 
the Board of Works will consider the 
advisability of laying out all the un- 
occupied portions of the area between 
Prince’s Gate, on the West; Queen's 
Gate, on the East; and Prince Consort 
Road, on the North, as a public garden, 
as no other use has for a long time been 
made of it. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
land to which my hon. friend appears 
to refer is situate on the south side of 
Prince Consort Road, and is believed to 
be the property of the Commissioners of 
the Exhibition of 1851. The First Com- 
missioner does not know of any other 
unoccupied area in this vieinity which 
could be available for a garden. 


Conyersion of Gas Lamps in Palace Yard 
and Speakers Court into Incandescent 
Lamps. 

Sim HENRY FOWLER: (Wolver- 
hampton, E,): To ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, what would be 
the cost of converting the twelve gas 
lamps in Palace Yard and Speaker’s 
Court, which give the minimum of light, 
into incandescent lamps of the type with 
which all the other lamps in Palace Yard 
are equipped. ..¥.. &..; 


¥ (Answered by Lord Balcarres.) Conver- 
sion means new lanterns in each case, 
and the cost per lamp has hitherto 
averaged £10; the total cost would 
therefore be £120, 


Sale ‘of Disused Warships in Foreign 
Countries. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
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in what foreign countries the “‘ Porpoise,” 
“Sandfly.” “Lizard,” and “ Havannah ” 
have been sold by tender; whether 
tenders were publicly invited for the 
purchase of these vessels; whether they 
hive been sold to be broken up; and, 
if so, what steps are taken to secure 
compliance with this condition. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
“ Porpoise.” “Sandfly,” and “ Lizard” 
were sold at Bombay, Malta, and Sydney 
respectively. The sale of the ‘‘ Porpoise” 
and ‘*Sand4y” was advertised in the 
public Press, and the purchaser of the 
fo-mer vessel was bound with two sub- 
stantial sureties in a sum equal to the 
amount of the purchase money to break 
her up within one year. In the case of 
the ‘‘Sandfly,” a statutory declaration 
wes obtained from the purchaser that 
she would be broken up and not sold to 
a belligerent. Particulars of the sale of 
the “Lizard” are not yet to hand by 
mail, As regards the “ Havannah,” this 
vessel was sold by public auction at 
Portsmouth, and as she was not afloat, 
but high and dry and forming part of 
a street in Cardiff, she will presumably 
have to be broken up before she can be 
removed. The land on which she rested 
has to be cleared of all debris within a 
certain time. 


Pacific Cable Loan and Public Buildings 
Expenses Acts Annuities. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
for what term annuities created for the 
purpese of repayment of the Pacific 
Cable Loan, under the Act of 1901, run; 
and whether any annuities for repayment 
of advances under the Public Buildings 
Expenses Acts of 1905 have been 
created; and, if so, for what term. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavend sh.) 
The annuity under the Pacific Cable 
Act is for a term of fifty years (Civil 
Service Estimates, page 464). Two 
annuities have been created under The 
Public Buildings Expenses Act, 1903, 
eich being for a term of twenty-nine 
years (Civil Service Estimates, page 45). 


Increase of British Troops for India. 
Mr. BUCHANAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether the 
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Government of India has asked for an 
increase of the British troops per- 
manently stationed in India; what is 
the increased number of troops asked for ; 
and has this request been agreed to by 
the Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The question of the addition of certain 
units to complete the Field Army in 
India for mobilisation has been raised by 
the Indian Government, but the details 
are still under consideration. 


Irish Local Government Accounts— 
Printing as a Public Work.! 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
auditor of the accounts of the Kerry 
County Council maintained that printing 
was a public work; and whether, in 
view of the fact that this question of 
printing affects the whole of Ireland, the 
Local Government Board have been 
advised that printing is, or is not, a 
public work. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tam 
informed thit the auditor treated the 
printing contract as a public work within 
the application of Section 18 of the Local 
Government Act, 1902, and I understand 
that the King’s Bench Division recently 
decided in favour of that view. 


Rent Reductions in County Kildare. 

Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the percentage of reduction for the nine 
months ending December 31st last in the 
county of Kildare on rents fixed for 
second statutory term. 

(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


percentage of reduction was 12°36. 


Strength of Royal Irish Constabulary in 
County Mayo. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): Toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lietitenant 
of Treland if he will state the strength 
at which the Royal Irish Constabulary 
has been maintained annually in the 
county of Mayo from 1899 to 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
average actual strength of the free force 
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was as follows:—In 1899, 465; in 1900, 
478; in 1901, 490; in 1902, 472; in 1903, 
468. In addition, there was in 1899 and 
part of 1900 an extra force of fifty men, 
of the cost of which the county paid as 
moiety. 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants— 
Case of John O'Driscoll. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether the [states | 


Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion from the evicted tenant John O’Dris- 
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| Army Clothing —Sale of Surplus Stores. 

| Sm EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
| shire, S.): I beg to ask the Financial Sec- 
/retary to the War Office whether he will 
|sav what was the sum realised per suit 
for the suits for discharged soldiers which 
have been sold; what is the sum usually 
/paid per suit for such suits; and what 
would have been the cost of storing such 
suits, if warehouse room had been hired, 
instead of selling them. 


coll, on the Hegarty Estate, Coolcogher, | 


Banteer, county Cork, to be reinstated | 


on his holding, which is now untenanted ; 
whether the Estates Commissioners are 
aware that the landlady has assigned the 
said holding to her son J. J. Hegarty; 
and, i* so, what steps the Comm‘ssioners 
propose to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) An 
application has been received from John 
(Driscoll, claiming reinstatement as the 
representative of ‘I’. D. O'Driscoll. The 
Commissioners have made inquiries and 
have been informed that T. D. O’ Driscoll 
was not an evicted tenant, but that he 
surrendered the holding for a monetary 
consideration, and that the owner's 
husband expended over £3,000 on the 
holding on resuming possession. 


Construction of Pier at Falchorrib, 
County Donegal. 


Mr. HUGH LAW: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a sum 
of £1,000 was provisionally allocated by 
the Irish Government (in agreement with 
the county council of Donegal) ior the 
construction of a small pier at Falchorrib, 
county Donegal, and that the sum has 
been found insufficient ; and whether he 
willrecommend the addition, out of the 
unexpended balance of the Marine Works 
Act, of such money as may be required 
to carry out the work in a satisfactory 
manner, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts are as stated. It has been ascer- 
tained that works at Falchorrib, to be 
effective, would cost a sum greatly in 
excess of that mentioned. I am unable, 
as at present advised, to give any under- 
taking in the matter. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BroMLey Daven- 
port, Cheshire, Macclesfield): As the 
House has been already informed, the 
prices realised per suit were 5s. 6d. for 
the first 10,000 and 5s. 73d. for the 
second 10,000. ‘The cost price was 
lls. 9d. It is estimated that the hire of 
storage would have amounted to £100 a 


‘year, but owing to the special sizes of 


the suits concerned the issues wou'd 
have been small and the hiring would 
have lasted for many years. 


Army Contracts--H. Lotery & Co. 

Carratn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can state whether the frin of 
H. Lotery and Co. hold any Government 
contracts; whether the tender 
have a labour schedule of prices; and 
whether these prices are being paid. 


forms 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: This 
firm holds a Government contract. The 
tender form does not contain a labour 
schedule of prices. Tho usual wages 
clause is included in the contract under 
which the firm is bound to pay the wages 
generally accepted as current for com- 
petent workmen in the district where the 
work is carried out 


Wormwood Scrubbs Rifle Range. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith): | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the rifle range at Wormwood 
Scrubbs has been permanently closed; 
and, if so, will he exvlain why; and 
whether, in view of the expenditure 


incurred in making the ranges safe and 
the loss of employment to persons in the 
neighbourhood, 


he will consider the 
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advisability of using the rifle butts at 
the east end of the common, avoiding 
the proximity to the prison, particularly 
in view of the difficulty which exists in 
establishing rifle ranges in the metro- 
politan area, 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: This 
raige will be kept closed until some 
moans can be found for securing real 
protection from danger, It was found 
thit many bullets had fallen into the 
pricon enclosure near the range, and, 
therefore, presumably into the open space 
behind the range, which is opea to the 
public. In view of this danger it would 
not appear advisable to take the course 
siggested by my hon. friend. I am fully 
aware of the great inconvenience caused 
the closing of the range, but I can 
assure the House that every endeavour 
will be taken to discover such means of 
protection as will enable it to be re- 
opened, 


} : 
Ny 


The Transvaal. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 

ask the Secretary of State for the 
lonies if he will lay upon the Table the 
Report of the Colonial Secretary for the 
Transvaal for 1904. 


to 


fue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
HE COLONIES (Mr. Lyvrrezron, 
\W.rwick and Leamington): The Report 
shall be laid. 


Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask 
he Secretary of State for the Colonies 

he will lay upon the Table the last 
\nnual Report of the Medical Officer of 
Health for the Transvaal. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I will consider 
Wuether this can be included among the 
other Papers which will be laid. Mein- 
vuile L will cause a copy to be placed in 
the House of Commons Library. 


ms 


Mr. WHITLEY: These Papers have 
been circulated in the Transvaal. When 
may We expect them ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: A copy will be 
laid in the Library at once. I hope the 
Blue-book will be out before Easter. 
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| Inspector-General of the King’s African 
Rifles. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will state 
by whom the suggestions for the re- 
organisation of the King’s African Rifles 
were made; and whether same 
involves an increase to the salary and 
travelling allowances of the Inspector- 
General, 


the 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The reorganisation 
of the King’s Africin Rifles was carried 
out on the recommendation of the 
Inspector-General of that force. The 
increase in the salary and _ travelling 
allowances of the Inspector - (reneral, 
recently approved by the Lords Com- 
missioners of the Treasury on the re- 
commendation of the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, has no connection 
with the reorganisation scheme. 


Transvaal Constitution, 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies when he will 
be in a position to lay upon the Table 
the Letters Patent dealing with the 
Constitution of the Transvaal. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Letters Patent 
and the despatch acconpanying them 
will, in the ordinary course, reach South 
Africa on or about April 22nd, and will 
be published in the Transvaal as -oon as 
possible after thit date. I propose to 
lay them here at the sam» time as they 
are published there. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Doneg iu, 5.): 


Are we to know nothing abowt this 
beiore the Kuster vacation ¢ 
Me. LYTYELTON: If the hon. 


Member likes to spend part of his Easter 


vacation in the perusal of these docu- 
ments he will no doubt have an 
opportuaity of doing so, 
Zionist Settiement in Africa. 
Mr. CATHUART WASON: I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Coloutes by whom the expenses of the 
Commission sent out to report on the 
tract of country offered by the British 
Government for the purpose of a Zionist 
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settlment have been defrayed; if it is 
proposed to send an effective expedition 
against the Mahdi, as recommended by the 
Commission ; and by whom the expenses 
of such an expedition will be paid. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Commission 
to which the hon. Member refers is, no 
doubt, that sent out by the Executive 
Committee of the Conference of Zionists, 
I am not aware by whom its expenses 
are defraved. I have no information 
concerning any recommendations which 
the Commission may have made. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : Are we to 
understand that, at any rate, this country 
will not pay the expense ? 


Mr. LYITELTON: Of that the 
hon, Member may rest assured. 


Cheap Mattresses—Insanitary Flock. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been drawn to the alleged 
insanitary condition of certain cheaper 
kinds of flock used in the manufacture of 
cheap mattresses ; if so, whether he pro- 
poses to take any steps, by initiating 
legislation or otherwise, to mitigate this 
alleged evil. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers- 
Dovuctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): My 
attention has been drawn to this ques- 
tion, «nd reports have been received 
from the district inspectors of factories, 
which are now under consideration. The 
reports go to show that the general con- 
ditions of employment in this industry 
have improved in recent years, though 
the conditions are still far from satis- 
factory in many cases. The Home Office 
is only concerned with the matter in so 
far as the health of the workers engaged 
in the industry may be affected, and I 
shall be prepared to make use of the 
powers which are given me by the 
Factory Act for the protection of the 
workers in places where insanitary 
conditions prevail. Any measures, how- 


ever, which may be required for prevent- 
ing the spread of infection generally 
would be a subject for the consideration 
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of the Departments concerned with the 
public health. 


Mr. FULLER: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman initiate the fresh legislation 
which he declares to be necessary ¢ 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I do no. 
think I said it was necessary, but that 
the subject was one for the Departments 
charged with the duty of looking atter 
the public health. 


Metropolitan Police—Linguistic 
Attainments. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether members of the Metropolitan 
Police learn foreign languages at their 
own expense, or whether they receive 
any allowance in money, time, or advan- 
tages in the matter of promotion for so 
doing; and, in the event of any expense 


| being incurred by the State in the matter, 


whether he will state the amount ex- 
pended on such teaching during each o! 
the last ten years. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Member: 
of the Metropolitan Police Force receiv: 
no allowance in any form for learning 
foreign languages. A few months ago, 
however, | sanctioned the expenditure o! 
a small sum in prizes to officers who 
attain proficiency in Yiddish. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
inquired whether officers in the Nay) 
were not granted three months leave 
in which to learn a foreign language and 
extra pay When they attained efliciency 
therein. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I amaware 
of that. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 
do it with the police ? 


Why not 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The matte: 
there is somewhat different. It would 
have to apply to men as well as officers 
I will consider if anything can be done, 
however, in this direction. 








DI 
Ww 
ce 
to 
st! 


B 
81 
au 
ie 
10 
in 
in 


to 
Hi 


th 








313 Questions. 
Transfer of Duties from the Treasury | 
to " Local Government Board. 


Mr. 
beg to . the Secretary to the Treasury | 
whether a Return will be presented | 
setting out the material parts of the) 
_ enactments contained in, applied by, or | 
' incorporated with the Baths and Wash- | 
' houses Acts, 1846 to 1899, or the Burial | 
Acts, 1852 to 1900, as respects dealings | 
with property, loans, and matters con- 
nected therewith, proposed to be trans- | 
ferred from the Local Government Board | 
to the Treasury, under the provisions of | 
the Bill introduced on March 7th. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Cavev- | 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.) : The hon. Member | 
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Irish Constabulary and Prisoners. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 

| On behalf of the hon. Member for North 
| Kilkenny, I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the remarks made by 
| the Lord Chief Baron at the Derry Assizes 
/on March 20th, to the effect that he 
knew that the Constabulary were in- 
structed by the Government to ask ques- 
| tions of a prisoner, and that he would 
not allow that as evidence, and that he 
considered it as illegal that the police 
were obliged to ask these questions, but 
/he was obliged to carry out what he 
| considered was the law of the land; and 
whether, in view of this judicial pro- 
| nouncement upon the practice, the 
Government will issue orders that it 
shall be forthwith discontinued. 


would appear to be under some miscon- | 


ception as to the object of the Bill referred 
to, which is to transfer certain functions, 
still remaining rather anomalously with 
the Treasury, to the Local Government 
Board, the Department properly respon- 
sible in matters connected with local 
authorities. To elucidate the question, 
I am giving directions fora Memorandum 
to be issued, which, I think, will give the 
information desired by the hon. Member 
ina form most convenient to the House. 


Treatment of Habitual Criminals and 
Paupers in Scotland. 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS: I beg 
to ask the Lord- Advocate whether 
His Majesty’s Government will appoint 
a Committee, consisting of representa- 
tives of the Government Departments 
concerned and of local authorities in 
Scotland, to consider and report upon 
the treatment of habitual crime and 
paupeiism. 


*Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I would 
remind the hon. Member that such an 
inquiry, on a wide reference, was very 
lully carried out in 1894 by a Committee 
presided over by Sir Cha:lesCameron. | 
doubt whether there is sufficient reason 
for reopening the whole question; but 
His Majesty’s Government will be glad 
to consider any proposal regarding parti- 
cular aspects of it which the hon, Member 
may wish to make. 


THE SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. James CAMPBELL, Dublin 
University): May I be allowed to answer 
this for my right hon. friend? My atten- 
tion has been called to a newspaper 
report. I have no means of knowing 
whether it is accurate or not, but it 
would appear to me that it must be 
inaccurate, Inasmuch as the police, so 
far from being instructed to ask questions 
of prisoners, are expressly directed not 
to do so. The words of the direction 
are: ‘‘ The Constabulary are rigidly en- 
joined not to converse with their prisoners 
or question them with respect to the 
offences with which they may be charged.” 


Mr. 
get information from 
Baron / 


PATRICK O’BRIEN: Did you 
the Lord Chief 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: I have no 
information except that obtained by 
reference to the newspapers. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will you 
ask the Lord Chief Baron if he used this 
Janguage ? 


|No Answer was returned. | 


Pole Carew and Butler Estate, 
County Cork. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg’ to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the ; Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that immediately subsequent to the 
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purchase agreement on the agricultural 
portion of Pole Carew and Butler Estate, 


Banteer, county Cork, similar agreements | 


were signed by the inhabitants of the 
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| Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes,Sir. But 


|the report contains no observations 
adverse to the secretary, nor is it of a 
| partisan character as suggested. 


village for the purchase of their houses ; | 


and that within the past week an official | 


of the Estates Commission visited the 


place and informed the village occupiers | 


that their puechase agreements are to be 
set aside and they must revert to the 
old terms of tenancy; and, if so, will 
he say if this inspector has acted with 
the knowledge and sanction of the 
Estates Commissioners; and, if so, what 
explanation can the Commissioners give 
for not adhering to the purchase system 
in this case. 


Tre CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 8.) : 
I beg to refer to the Answer which I 
gave to this Question on Monday7 last. 
Until the report of the inspector has 
been received the Commissioners will 
not be in a position to reply to these 
inquiries, 


Mr. FLYNN: When may we expect 
the report / Were the tenants told that 
if they were prepared to pay the pur- 
chase money in cash the sale would be 
sanctioned ? 


I must have 
The former 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 
notice of the latter Question. 
T cannot possibly reply to. 


Kerry County Council Audit. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the auditor, Mr. Cyril 
srowne, in his report to the Kerry 


County Council certified that the accounts | 


of the county council were submitted by 
the acconntant with such neatness and 
accuracy as to miterially facilitate the 
Lusiness of the audit; and whether, in 
view of the reports of previous auditors 
as to the secretary’s work, and that Mr. 
Cyril Browne has stated that the secre- 
tary of the county council was a very 
capable ojlicer, he wil explain why Mr. 
Browne has acted in the partisan manner 
in which he did in his report. 


t See (4) Lebates, exliii., 1208. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: [ beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the auditor of the accounts 
of the Kerry County Council did not 
object to or criticise in h’s Report the 
manner in which the Limerick and Kerry 
Railway money was credited in the ac- 
counts and estimates, though it involved 
the app rtionment of a sum of £33,000; 
and, if so, will he say whether the auditor, 
if he had any objection to make to the 
manner in which this money, or any por- 
tion thereof, was credited, should have 
informed the county council instead of 
inaking a private objection to the Local 
| Government Board ; whether this private 
report was mide before or after the d ste 
of the auditors public report; and 
whether this auditor had any and, if any, 
what previous experience of county coun- 
ci! accounts 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is a fact 
that the auditor communicated with the 
Local Government Board on this subject 
prior to the date of his public report, bit 
the ljatter alone concerns the county 
council and the public. The auditer had 
no previous experience of county council 
accounts, but had considerable experience 
in the audit of accounts of other public 
bodies. 


‘Mr. THOMAS O7DONNELL: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman state exactly what 
previous experience this auditor liad 
had @ 


Me. WALTER LONG: Obviously I 


cannot state exactly. 


Kerry County Council Printing Contract. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: T beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
evidence in connection with the printing 
contract, as contained in the sworn oaff- 
davit of the Kerry County Council’s 
secretary. which showed the reductions 
effected in the cost ef printing and adver- 
tising throughout the county by the 
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recent competition, and the evidence of 
the editor of the Kerry Post that he was 
a member of a former combination, and 
that recent competition broke this com- 
pbinition and greatly reduced the prices 


for printing and advertising, was received | 


and considered by the auditor 
at his recent audit, seeing that the 
auditor made a report on the contract ; 
and, if considered, will he say why no 
reference was made to this evidence in 
supp rt of the county council by the 
auditor in his published report; and 
whetlier he forwarded this evidence to 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The auditor 
decided in favour of the county council, 
and there was therefore no reason for 
him to set out in detail the evidence 
upon Which his decision was based. 


Dublin Cab and Car Regulations. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what 
was the full amount of fines inflicted on 
cab and car owners and drivers of 
hackney cars plying for hire in the city 
of Dublin, for the year ending February 
28th, 1905; whether these fines are 
appropriated by the police in addition to 
the rate of 8d. in the £; by what authority 
the Commissioner pays for policemen 
travelling on tramears, and on what 
occasions they are supposed to do so; 
whether such policemen are stationed 'n 
or on the trams for the purpose of catch- 
ing car drivers who are over the number 
allowed on the hazards; and whether 
the police exhibit any pass or ticket 
when travelling on such trams. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The amount 
was £151 8s. 6d. Fines so imposed are 
payable to the police account, as appro- 
priations in aid of the Vote, under the 
authority of statute. The police travel 
on tramway ears, in accordance with the 
service regulations, when their duty 
requires them to do so, and they occa- 
sionally use such cars for the detection 
of offences. The fare is paid in the 
usur! manner, 

Baldoyle Races—Overcrowding of Trams 
and Hackney Cars. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Che! Secretary to the Lord-Lieutexant 
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of Ireland whether he is aware that 
several drivers of hackney cars wer: 
summoned by the police for overcrowding 
on the occasion of the Baldoyle Races on 
St. Patrick’s Day; will he say whether 
any prosecutions have been instituted 
against the drivers of tramway cirs on 
the same occasion ; and whether he wil 
instruct the police to deal in an equal 
manner with all offenders who may over- 
crowd their vehicles. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No prosecu- 
tions have been instituted for the 
overcrowding either of hackney cars or 
of tramway cars on the occasion men- 


tioned. The police deal impartially with 
all offences against the law, and no 


instructions are required of the nature 
suggested in the Question. 


Kerry Evicted Farms. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the Congested 
Districts Board purchased the two 
evicted farms at Cragg and Ardcrone, 
county Kerry; what amounts they paid 
for these farms ; what use the lands have 
been put to by the Board since the date 
of purchase ; and what action the Board 
intends to take in connection with these 
farms in the future. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In November, 
1903, the Board bought the tenant pur- 
chasers’ interests in these farms for £300, 
and in March, 1905, they paid off the 
Land Commission annuity by a payment 
of £2,793 10s. The Board have used the 
lands for grazing cattle, and they intend 
to dispose of them to landholders to be 
migrated from the congested districts of 
the county. 


Shinrone National School—Instruction in 
Trish. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Reverend P. O’Halloran, 
having taught Irish as an extra subject 
in the Shinrone National School, pre- 
sented his class for examination on August 
9th, 1904; that twenty-four of the pupils 
successt{ully passed the examination; and 
that the Commissioners of National 
Education on September 17th refused to 
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pay any fees on the ground that the 
teacher was a clergyman; and can he 
state on what rule this decision was based. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The manager 
of this school was informed by the 
Commissioners that payment to aclergy- 
man for giving instruction in extra 
branches could not be allowed. Classes 
in extra subjects must be open to pupils 
of all denominations, and instruction by 
a clergyman would be calculated to 
confine the attendance to pupils of a 
given denomination. Under Rule 74 no 
clergyman can be recognised as_ the 
teacher of a day national school. 


Irish Agricultural Department. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): T beg to ask the Chief Secret iry 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will furnish a Return showing the 
names and salaries of the temporary 
clerks transferred to the Trish Agricultural 
Department at its inception, giving their 
present positions and salaries; and a 
similar Return in reference to the 
temporary clerks appointed to that 
Department since its establishment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Return 
will be prepired and forwarded to the 
hon. Member. It is not. however, con- 
sidered to be of sufficient public im- 
portance to lay on the Table as a 
Parliamentary Paper. 


Masic Teaching in Irish Schools. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
ot the hon. Member for North Kilkenny, | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that some five years ago, under 
the scheme of improved technical educa- 
tion for the vouth of Ireland, four assist- 
ant musical orginisers were officially 
appointed to give Irish teachers and 
children musical instruction in sessions 
of not more than a month; and that the 
Treasury now declines to continue these 
organisers because of the cest; and, ifso, 
whether, in view of the success of this 
instruction and of the resolutions of the 
Commissioners of National Education, 
the Catholic Hierarchy, and the Synod of 
the Episcopalian Church, requesting a con- 
tinuance of the svstem, he will take steps 
to induce the Treasury to reconsider 
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their decision and continue the appoint. 
ment of Irish musical organisers as 
before. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Temporary 
organisers in music were employed for a 
definite term of five years, which expired 
on March 35lst. An inspector of music 
has now been permanently appointed. 
It is not proposed to reopen the ques- 
tion. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the 
popular taste for and need for instruction 
by the teachers in music, he will request 
the Commissioners to retain the services 
of the organiser of instruction in that 
subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The appoint- 
ment of a permanent inspector of music 
has been approved. The term for which 
the temporary organisers in that subject 
were employed expired on March *Ist, 
and it is not intended to renew their 
appointments. 


Transit Facilities in the Sneem District. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Jreland cin he state 
whether any agreement was entered into 
between the Clyde Shipping Company, 
th. Russell Steamer Company, and the 
Great Southern and Western Railway, 
or between anv two of them, previous 
to the withdrawal of the Clyde Ship- 
ping Compiny from the  south-wet 
coast service; if so. was the Congested 
Districts Board aware of the nature of 
this agreement; is he aware that all the 
new rates quoted for Sneem by the rail- 
way COmpany are in excess 0! those pre- 
viously quotel by the Clyde Shipping 
Company, and in the case of some classes 
of goods show an increase of from 20 to 50 
per cent., as, for eximple, in the case of 
timber, petroleum, and cement ; whether 
his attention has been called to the 
inadequacy of the proposed service of 
carts from Kenmare, seeing that the 
Clyde Shipping Company used to carry 
fiftesn tons per week on an average to 
Sneem; and whether he proposes to 
secure that the railway rates will be re- 
duced in such a way that no additional 
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charge will fall op the people of the 
Sneem district in consequence of the 


withdrawal of the Clyde Shipping 
Company. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: A reply to 


this Question cannot conveniently be 
given within the compass of an oral 
Answer, and, with the hon. Member’s 
permission, J will circulate my reply to 
i: with to-night’s Votes. 


Sir J. N. Humble’s Estate, Waterford. 


Mr, O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether an origin- 
ating application has yet been lodged 
with the Estates Commissioners with 
regard to the estate of Sir J. Nugent 
Humble, in the county of Waterford; 
whether the atteition of the Commis- 
sioners has heen already directed to the 
fact that many of the holdings proposed 
to be sold to new tenints are holdings 
from which other tenants have been 
vieted within the past twenty-five years ; 
whether the Estates Commissioners will 
enter into negotiations with the new 
tenants with a view to the reinstatement 
of the former tenants; whether they are 
aware that an area of untenanted land 
is in the occupation of Sir J. Nugent 
Humble, the vendor, or of his brother, 
Mr. Charles Humble, on his behalf; and 
whether they will make the sale of this 
land to them, in view of all the circum- 
stances, a condition of the'r declaring the 
holdings now proposed to be sold by the 
vendor to be an estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir; and 
the Commissioners cannot express an 
opinion On the matters mentioned in the 
Question until the estate is fully before 
them. 


Mountmellick Petty Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether Sergeant Fitzsimons still 
continues to act as Petty Sessions Clerk 
at Mountmellick; ind, if so, whether he 
will state what extra remuneration he is 
receiving for this work over and sbove 
his ordinary pay, and who is discharging 
his duties as police sergeant. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. The 
question whether the sergeant is to re- 
ceive extra remuneration will not be 
decided until the case of the suspended 
clerk has been dealt with. The sergeant 
continues to discharge his police duties. 


Mr. DELANY: Can the sergeant act 
both as clerk and as prosecutor ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have an 
Answer to that Question later on, 


Mr. DELANY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the fact that 
a petty sessions clerk is debarred by 
statute from acting as prosecutor in the 
Court with which he is officially connected, 
and that Sergeant Fitzsimons is invariably 
prosecutor at the Mountmellick Petty 
Sessions Court, he will see that some 
other person is appointed to the position 
of acting clerk to that Court. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A petty ses- 
sions clerk is not debarred by statute 
from acting as prosecutor in the Court of 
which he isclerk. Instructions, however 
have been issued that the sergeant is not 
again to act as prosecutor while tem- 
porarily employed as clerk. He has pro- 
secuted in one case only since he has 
been so employed. 


Cattle Houghing near Athenry. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the night of 24th March 
soine cattle belonging to Mr. Murphy, of 
Gloves, near Athenry, were houzshed, and 
others had their tails cut off; whether he 
has any official information as to the 
cause of this outrage ; if any arrests have 
been made in connection with it; and 
what steps he has taken or intends to 
take to enforce the law in this district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: On the night 
of 24th March, sixty-seven cattle, the 
property of Mr, Murphy and others, were 
driven off two farms at Gloves, and were 
found roaming two miles away on the 
following morning. Three of them were 
cut on the back--one severely. No 
cause can at present be assigned for the 
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outrage. No arrests have been made by 
the police, but they are carefully pursu- 
ing their inquiries into the matter. As 
already stated, T have called for a special 
report as to the condition of this district, 
which is engaging my earnest attention. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : Were 
any of these constables on this station 
ever under the direction of Sergeant 


Sheridan ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): Is it not 
the fact that not a single policeman was 
on duty this night, as they were all 
engaged in a spree in the police barracks ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no in- 
formation of that. I should be sorry for 
my hon, friend to cast such an aspersion 
on the police unless he had some definite 
information. 


Mr. SLOAN: I, too, should be sorry to 
do so. I ask for information, but if I give 
some to the right hon. Gentleman will he 
inquire. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Did the 
police after their spree go out after the 
cattle. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.) asked if a 
public meeting had not passed a resolu- 
tion protesting against these slurs on the 
district. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! These 
Questions are not in order. 

Lambert Estate, Athenry—Destruction 
of Walls. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
ou the night of 24th March the greater 
part of the walls surrounding the farm 
of John O’Loughlin, on the Lambert 
Estate, near Athenry, were levelled to the 
ground and his cattle driven off; will he 
say what arrests have been made in 
connection therewith; and what steps 
the Government intend to take te enforce 
the law in this district 
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Mr. WAL'ILER LONG: A gap about 
six feet wide was made in the wall of Mr, 
O’Loughlin’s farm, the object being to 
afford a passage for the cattle which were 
driven off this farm and the adjoining 
farm, as mentioned in my reply to the 
last Question. 


Burdett Estate, King’s County. 


Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Burdett Estate, at Banagher, King’s 


County, consisting of about 400 Irish 
acres of prime land, at present let to 
graziers on the eleven months system, is 
shortly to be sold in order to satisfy 
various claimants to the property of the 
late owner ; and whether, in view of the 
number of smal] uneconomic holdings, 
most of them upon bog land, that exist 
in this district, he will recommend the 
Congested Districts Board to buy in this 
estate with a view to resale to tenants 
in need of enlarged holdings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This estate is 
not suitable for the purposes of the 
Board, who do not propose to acquire it. 


East Limerick Schools. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland can he say whether 
any managers of national schools in East 
Limerick, within the past few years, 
have been in treaty with the Com- 
missioners of National Education about 
obtaining grants for the building of 
schools, and so far have failed in their 
efforts; and, ifso, will he say what has 
been the cause of the failure; and when 
he expects that the Commissioners will 
be in a position to issue their new code 
of rules as regards building. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This Question 
should be addressed to my hon. friend 
the Secretary to the Treasury, and |! 
would ask the hon. Member to address 
him accordingly. 


Miss Burton’s Estate, near Mungret, 
County Limerick. 
Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the Chieti 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, is he aware that negotiations have 


- been in progress for sale to the tenants of 
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the estate of Miss K. J. Burton, situate 
near Mungret, county Limerick; that a 
tenant named Michael M‘Mahon was 
some years since evicted off this estate ; 
and that in February last this man, before 
he could mak» arrangement for getting 
back into his holding, mad» inqui ies of 
the Estates Commis lone’s as to whether, 
in case of reinstatement, they could 
make him a grant to restock his farm; 
and, if so, will he explain why the Estates 


Questions. 


if Aprit 1905} 


326 


is it the intention of che Board to 
divide the fifty-five acres of untenanted 
land outside the demesne amongst the 
small tenants in the district ; and, if so, 
will Stephen Joyce, whose farm consists 
of about eleven acres, and another tenant 
ramed John Daly, whose farm consists 
of about one and a-half acres, be suitably 
provided for. 


Questions. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: This land is 


Commissioners refuse to make any grant, | untenanted and remote from a congested 


as the whole estate is about being sold | district. The 
| the object of exchanging it for land with- 
| in congested districts in order to relieve 


out. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
siohers ascertained from the owner that 
she was unwilling to sell this particular 
holding unless the tenants generally 
should agree to purchase. The question 
of a grant to an evicted tenant will be 
considered when the estate upon which 
be is to be reinstated comes before the 
Commissioners. 


New Education Rule 127 (B) -Munster 
Protest. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a copy 
of the resolutions passed at a meeting of 
the Munster School Managers Association, 


held on March 28th, protesting against | 


the proposed new rule of the Board, 
127 (B); and whether the Commissioners 
ct National Education will give due con- 
sideration to this and other protests from 
managers and teachers in various parts 
of Ireland before seeking to put the 
proposed rule into force. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: These resolu- 
tions have been received, and will be 
duly considered by the Commissioners. 


Mr. FLYNN: Have not a_ large 
number of similar resolutions been 
passed by public bodies all over the 
country ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Very likely. 


Leonard Estate, Galway. 

Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland wh>ther the Congested Districts 
Boird have purchased the Leonard 
Estate, Tuam, county Galway, and 

VOL. CXLIV, [Fourrn Serres. 


Soud purchased it with 


congestion. [t is not intended to transfer 
any portion of the land to the persons 
named. 





Mayo and the Marine Works Act 

Mr. O’ KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
when he will be ina position to make a 
statement in connection with the Mayo 
schemes under the Marine Works Act of 
1902. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Govern- 
ment await a reply to a communication 
recently addressed to the Midland Great 
Western Railway Company. I hope soon 
to be in a position to mike a statement 
in the matter. 


Technical Educationiin Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the De- 
partmentof Agriculture and the Congested 
Districts Board have refused to give 
grants towards the technical education 
schemes arranged for the congested 
districts of the county by the Kerry 
County Council; and whether, seeing 
that more than half of county Kerry is 
scheduled as congested, he will state what 
steps he proposes to take in order to 
prevent the working of the schemes of 
technical education being paralysed in 
these districts. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment’s agricultural scheme applies equally 
to the entire county, and their scheme of 
technical instruction is also applicable 
over congested and non-congested areas. 
rhe Congested Districts Board susidise 

N 
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their own schemes of industrial work in 
the congested districts, but they have no 
funds to assist the county scheme of 
technical instruction in these districts. 


Sir Douglas Brooke and his Tenants. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Treland whether his attention 
has been directed toa speech made by Sir 
Douglas Brooke, Baronet, at an Orange 
meeting held at Maguiresbridge, in the 
county of Fermanagh, on March 9th, in 
which he stated that at the time of Mr. 
(ladstone’s second Home Rule Bill he had 
given out rifles to his Protestant tenantry 
and had taught some of the Protestants 
how to shoot these rifles straight, that 
there were a good many of these rifles 
still in the country, and some of them 
in his residence, Colebrooke, and that 
he would issue them to loyal Orangemen 
should the necessity to do so arise; and 
if so, whether, having regard to the 
position of Sir Douglas Brooke as a 
justice of the peace and deputy-lieu- 
tenant, his language has been brought 
under the notice of the Lord Chancellor ; 
and, if so, what explanation, if any, has 
he given for the use of such language. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Lord 
Chancellor informs me that he knew 
nothing about this speech, and does not 
think it very important to consider what 
was seid in reference to incidents of 
many years ago, and which may never 
recur, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: But how many of 
these rifles are in the district? What 
does he consider about it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [ am afraid I 
am unable to do more than give the 
House the reply of the Lord Chancellor. I 
cannot say what he considers. 


Return Relating to Government Servants 
in Ireland. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will state if he has any intention of 
bringing forward the Motion standing 
in his name to discharge the Order of 
this House for the Return relating to 
Government Servants in Ireland; and, 
if so, on what date. 
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Questions. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I regret 
that I must bring forward the Motion to 
which the hon. Member refers. I under- 
stand that the hon. Member has a 
Question to the Prime Minister as to the 
date. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the hon. 
Gentleman used his influence with the 
Government to get time for the discussion 
of it ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: 
add nothing to my Answer. 


T can 


Legislation by Reference. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
growing inconvenience arising out of the 
system of legislation by reference; and 
whether, in cases where Government 
Bills refer to other statutes, the material 
portions of the statutes so referred to 
will be set out in a schedule to such 
Bills. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I quite ad- 
mit that inconvenience has been caused 
by legislation by reference to other 
statutes. I do not believe it will be 
possible to prevent that system of lexis- 
lation in view of the time which, in 
modern conditions, the House takes to 
deal with controversial matters. I do 
not think the hon. Gentleman’s sugyes- 
tion is the best way of meeting the 
difficulty. I imagine that whenever an 
imporiant Bill is under discussion dealing 
with any proposed legislation by refer- 
ence there would be no objection to 
printing as a Parliamentary Paper the 
statutes already passed to which reler- 
ence has been made. That course has 
been on more than one occasion adopted, 
and I think we should be ready to adopt 
it again, 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman bear in mind the con- 
venience of the legal profession and of 
the general public ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am anxious 
to consult the convenience of the legal 
, profession, 
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Mr. J. H. LEWIS: And the public, 
too ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If they require 
this information they can only obtain it 
hy the method that I have suggested. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was aware 
that the more material parts of the 
statutes referred to had been scheduled 
to the Behring Sea Fisheries Bill with 
great advantage. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
concerned in that particular case. The 
plan T have suggested does not differ 
materially from that suggested by the 


hon. Gentleman, and it seems, on the | 


whole, to be the more convenient plan. 


Agricultural Rating Bill. 

Sm EDWARD STRACHEY : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
can state when the Second Reading of 
Continuance Bill will be taken. 


Mm: Ac we. 


this Bill before the Easter holidays, but 


time will be expended on other matters 
that must be dealt with. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY: Will 


introduced. 


be taken as sufficient notice if I say that 


BALFOUR: I am very | 
anxious to pass the Second Reading of | 
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factories. What did come before the 
Cabinet were certain general questions 
raised by the factories in the Metropolitan 
areas, and questions arising out of them. 
I think it was in reference to that 
general decision of the Cabinet that the 
letter to which the hon. Gentleman refers 
was written and published. 


Mr. WHITLEY: When was this larger 
question decided by the Cabinet ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it was 
early in February, the first Cabinet we 
had after the recess. But I cannot be 
absolutely certain. 


Return relating to Government Servants 
in Ireland. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
will give a day for the discussion of the 
Motion standing in the name of the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury for the discharge of 


; /an Order of this House for a Return 
the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., | 


relating to Government Servants in Ire- 


| land, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fix a 
time at present. [hope it will not be 


| very long delayed. 
no pledge can be given as regards the | 
time until I see what Parliamentary | 


Ministry of Commerce and Industry. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tyd- 


vil): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury if he can now say approximately 


; : ; ; Vil) when the Government Bill for establishing 
public notice be given before the Bill is | 


a Minister of Commerce and Industry, 


_referred to in the King’s Speech, will be 
; | introduced. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope it will | 


if I possibly can I intend to read this | 


sill a second time before Easter. 


Sparkbrook Small Arms Factory. 

Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what was 
the date on which the Cabinet decided 
to suspend the decision of the Army 
Council to reduce the establishment at 
Sparkbrook Small Arms Factory. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
of the Sparkbrook Small Arms Factory 
as such never came before the Cabinet at 
all, nor was the Cabinet concerned with 
the case of particular Government 





Mr. A. A BALFOUR: 
not yet fixed. 


The date is 


Imperial Defence. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether any one of His Majesty’s 
Ministers is responsible for advising the 
Crown as to the general schem of 
Imperial defence which has been recom- 
mended by the Committee of Defence; 
and, if so, which Minister las that 
responsibility. 


Mr. A. BALFOUR: The Committee 
of Defence is, as the hon. Gentleman 
is doubtless aware, a Committee whose 
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duty it is to advise the Cabinet, and 
it is for the Cabinet, or for the head of 
the Cabinet, as the case may be, to advise 
His Majesty in connection with this and 
other matters. 


Message 


Mr. BLACK: Is the Prime Minster 
himself responsible for Imperial de- 
fence, and if so, when will he make a 
statement of his policy ? 


' Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: T think that is 
a relevant and a proper Question. | 
have already said, in answer to the hon. 
Ba:onet the Member for Forest of Dean, 
that in my judgment it would be very 
proper to take an early opportunity of 
putting down Item KE of the Treasury 
Vote, for which 1 am responsible, and 
which raises any question with which 
the Committee of Imperial Defence is 
concerned. [ think it is desirable that 
on that Vote | should make a statement 
to the House. I may remind the hon. 
Gentleman that | cannot put that Vote 
down until Mr. Speaker has left the Chair 
on the Civil Service Estimates. 1 should 
like it to come on on an early day after 
Easter. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
consider the des:rability of making a 
statement on the Vote now under the 
consideration of the Committee of 
Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
course suggested by the hon. Member a 
most undesirable one, and cne which it is 
specially desirable to avoid. By putting 
down this Vote E the larger questions of 
Imperial defence can really be raised. 
You cannot discuss them satisfactorily, 
in my judgment, either on the Navy 
or the Army Votes, and it was because 
the House felt that that this other 
occasion was contrived. 


Canada and the et Conference of 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): 1 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he will lay upon the Table of the House 
a copy of the resolutions which were 
originally submitted by the Canadian 
Ministers to the Colonial Conference of 
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1902, showing how far these were 
ac:epted by the Colonial Secretary. 


Jrom the Lords. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
of what Papers should be laid on the 
Table in connection with this Conference 
was very carefully considered at the 
time with the advice of the Colonial 
Prime Ministers. I do not think it 
would be desirable now to reopen the 
question, and it certainly could not be 
reopened without consulting those Prime 
Ministers again. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) 


Mr. Sypney Buxton reported from 
the Committee of Selection; That they 
had added the following fifteen Members 
to serve on the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, n- respect 
of the Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) 
sill: Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. William 
Abraham, Sir Charles Dilke, Sir Francis 
Sharp Powell, Mr. Atherley-Jones, Sir 
Harry Samuel, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Hatch, 
Mr. Parrott, Colonel Blundell, Mr. Joseph 
Albert Pease, Colonel Sadler, Sir Thomas 
Wrightson, Sir Hugh Shaw-Stewart, and 
Sir James Heath. 


eport to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for the better Prevention 
of Corruption.” [Prevention of Corrup- 
tion Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882.” [Married Women’s Property 
Act (1882) Amendment Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
amending the Jaw relating to the Ad- 
ministration of Oaths for the purpose of 
Proceedings in Prize Courts.’ [Prize 
Couris Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
consolidate, with Amendments, the 
enactments relating to Naval Prize of 
War. [Naval Prize Bill [Lords.] 
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SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrter (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,101,000, 
be granted to His Mijesty, to defray the 
Charge for the Pay, ete., of His Maje-ty’s 
Army (including Army Reserve) at Home 
and Abroad (exclisive of India), which 
will come in course of paymeat during 
the vear e nding on the 51st day of March, 
1006,’ 


‘Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnonp-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): [ must apologise to the Committee 
for intervening now, but IT think they 
will excuse me when [ recall the fact 
that the debate last night was concluded 
hy a very important speech from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, I think 1t would be almost 
discourteous on my part if I were not to 
attempt, at any rate, to establish some 
cise in reply to that which he put before 
the Committee last night. I am quite 
sure it would be most unsatisfactory to 
me if | were to allow the Committee to 
accept all the propositions of the right 
hon, Gentleman and to assume that 
there was no reply to any of them. I 
think there is an ample, a sufficient, a 
complete reply practically to every pro- 
position the rght hon. Gentleman ad- 
vanced. Ido not for a moment expect 
that hon. Members will agree to every- 
thing I have written or said, but I do think 
it is a reisonable proposition that they 
should mike themselves fairly acquainted 
with'the substance of my communications, 
whether written or spoken. J cannot 
help thinking that the right hon, Gentle- 
man has been too much occupied to do 
me this honour, The right hon. Gentle- 
man dealt in the first place with the 
question of the infantry of the Line. He 


spoke of the injury that might be done— : 


would be done in his opinion—to the 
battalions of the Line if any of them were 
placed on a short-service establishment, 


ind he adduced reasons which led him to 
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take that belief. I want to examine 


those reasons. 


He told the Committee that in 
the proposals I have laid before the 
House the battalions of the Line would 
be compelled to spend no less than 
eighteen years of their existence in India, 
and that great medical difficulties would 
arise by the prolongation of the service 
of the men in India. He said that the 
idea of extending the service from seven 
to nine years was a mistake, that it 
would infallibly produce certain evil con- 
sequences, and that it was therefore to be 
condemned. I am going to ask the 
Committee to judge of this matter. 
I am going to give them the facts as 
they appear to meand ask them whether 
the verdict lies with me or with the 
right hon. Gentleman. In the first 
place, the idea that any proposal I have 
ever made to the House involves the 
retention of the men in India for 
a longer period than that for which 
they have hitherto been retained is 
an entire mistake. I do not suppose 
the Committee is as familiar with these 
matters as I am, but the right hon. 
Gentleman is. He knows perfectly well 
that under the existing system battalions 
remain in India fifteen, eighteen, and 
even as longas twenty years. A battalion 
has only just returned from India which 
has been there for over eighteen years. 
I do not regard that practice with favour. 
I think it is an unfortunate practice; but 
to suggest that any alteration which I 
have ever proposed would either per- 
petuate or accentuate that practice is an 
entire mis‘ake. On the contrary, the 
moment you set the battalions free from 
the double-battalion system you are ina 
position miterially to abbreviate the 
period of service abroad. That is not an 
assertion of my own. Itis the result of a 
calculation made with the greatest care, 
and the thing is easily explained. If you 
havea battalion which isdependent merely 
on a depot, you can remove that battalion 
as a battalion, from this country to the 
Colonies, from the Colonies to India, and 
can bring it back again. When you are 
sending out, as we do now every successive 
year, “drafts to that battalion, the 
number of men involves exactly the 
same amount of transportation as the 
transportation of the battalion itself, and 
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it has been one of my principal induce- 
ments in submitting these proposals to 
the House that we can institute a system 
by which a battalion can go from here 
to India, that it can be removed 
from India to, say, for instance, the 
Cape as a battalion, and that it can 
be brought back on a reduced establish- 
ment from the Cape to this country as a 
battalion, and that by doing so you will 
greatly reduce the period of Indian 
service, which is now imposed. 


Army 


The right hon. Gentleman said we were 
niaking a great mistake in departing from 
the seven vears period of service. I do 
not know whether he was relying upon his 
recollection or whether he was dwelling 
on his present knowledge. But I venture 
to suggest to the Committee that he 
was absolutely misinformed with regard 
to this question of seven years service. 
The proposition is that some revolution- 
ary proposal is being made whereby a 
longer period of service than seven years 
is being imposed on the soldier, that the 
change will involve great disadvantages in 
health and discipline, and that it will 
greatly prejudice the chance of the soldier 
obtaining employment on his discharge. 
What are the facts ? For years past the 
service of nine out of ten soldiers has 
been not seven but eight years, At this 
moment, out of the whole of the Army, 
no less than 155,000 men are serving for 
eight years and upwards, as against 
111,000 men who are serving for a less 
period. Ifit be true that that service of 
seven years isso detrimental to the Army 
we shall have to make revolutionary 
changes greater than those I have suc- 
gested, because—let the Committee mark 
the figures and then say how they are going 
to change the matter. Are we to make 
a break in a practice which has grown 
up enormously to the advantage of the 
Army ? Who tells us that the Army is 
any the worse for the fact that 155,000 
men, or by far the larger proportion of 
the Army, are serving for eight years ? 
No one. Does ay one tell us that we 
should alter that system? No. And if 
the right hon. Gentleman will look at the 
figures he will find that for one man who 
i8 serving seven years there are four men 
who are serving for eight years. There- 
fore, I think he was a little behindhand 
in regard to his knowledge of the actual 
facts, when he was suggesting that we 
“ Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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are making a great departure in pro- 
posing to establish nine years service. 


The right hon, Gentleman, as I under- 
stand, is an advocate of a return to 
the seven and five years period of 
service. There, again, I want to test h's 
statement. If he is an advocate of such 
a return, accompanied by a reduction of 
the number of battalions—beciuse that, 
I think, is an accepted axiom on the other 
side of the House—I want something a 
little more specific. I will tell the right 
hon. Gentleman, in the first instance, that 
if you do return to the seven and five 
vears system you will have a Reserve 
entirely inadequate to your needs. Let 
ls suppose that we adopt the further 
suggestion and reduce battalions. I do 
not want them to specify the particular 
number of battalions which they wish to 
abolish, though I should like them to 
throw the handkerchief so that we might 
know which is to fall. It is, I think, a 
fair thing to say that this reduction of 
Regular battalions is the accepted 
doctrine not only of the Leader of the 
Opposition — 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have never said so, 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I sincerely 
welcome the admission that the right hon. 
Gentleman does not accept the view that 
we ought to have a reduction of Line 
battalions, and I entirely exclude him; 
but he will not deny that that doctrine 
has been accepted with alacrity and is 
being insisted on with great determination 
by some very influential members of his 
Party. Now I want to know where you 
are going to begin. Do the Committee 
desire to abolish the Gordon Highlanders 
or the Seaforth Highlanders? Do the 
Irish Members wish to get rid of the 
Connaught Rangers? This is the parti- 
cular application of the doctrine. If you 
are going further than the reduction of 
fourteen battalions, T presiime you must 
have some limit to your destructive 
energies; and | suggest that we should 
limit it to thirty battalions, including the 
fourteen of which I have spoken. Are 
vou going to get rid of the Dublin Fusi- 
liers, the 100th Canadian Regiment, the 
Highland Light Iniantry, the North 
Staffordshire Regiment’? I might quote 
the whole list. That is the whole point. 
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Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): Who 
proposes it ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
member for the Isle of Wight asks who 
proposes it. That is exactly what I 
want to get at. I do not propose it; 
that is quite clear. Either it is proposed 
or itis not. I was told it was the policy 
of the Opposition to economise by re- 
ducing the Regular Army, and I want 
to know whether they are serious or not. 
Let us suppose that we can eliminate 
the element of controversy, for I think 
there might be some controversy if you 
were to propose to abolish the Gordon 
Highlanders, or some public objection 
to getting rid of the Highland Light 
Infantry. I will confine myself to the 
reduction of fourteen battalions, about 
whom there has been a certain amount 
of consensus of opinion. We have 156 
battalions of Line infantry in the Army ; 
ol those fifty-two are in India and thirty- 
six are, or shortly will be, after the reduc- 
tion of one battalion,in the Colonies. Sup- 
pose you get rid of fourteen battalions; 
then, after providing for the existing 
garrisons of India and the Colonies, you 
will have fifty-four battalions only for 
the purpose of relief and reinforcement 
in case of war. Now, is. there any 
evidence at all, theoretical or practical, 
that fifty-four battalions, fiftv-four units, 
will satisfy our Imperial needs in time 
of war? If that be true, all I can say 
is that it is in direct contradiction to 
every single serap of evidence I have 
ever seen since I took office. I suppose 
it will not be de-ired that we should 
return to the position which was so 
greatly complained of during the war, 
when the whole Rezulir defence of this 
country was entrusted to eight battalions 
of the Line. Let us say that you enlarge 
that number to sixteen. With your six- 
teen and your fifty-four battalions you 
will have a very slender measure of rein- 
foreement for the Army of Indin. But 
let us go a little further and suppose tliat, 
with the hon. Members opposite, you are 
going to abolish thirty battalions of the 
Regular Army. What would happen ? 
You would have, in the event of war, for 
the whole purposes of war, for the rein- 
forcement of your Army im India, your 
Army in the Colonies, and the defence of 
the United Kingdom, only thirty-eight 
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battalions of infantry. Is that what the 
Committee desire? Would they be really 
content with that result? And that is not 
the end of it, for the moment you begin 
t» reduce the battalions, you reduce the 
Reservists of the battalions, and you 
would reduce them at a very rapid ratio, 
much more rapid than if the whole of the 
Army were concentrated in this country. 
Battalions abroad are not producing a 
large Reserve ; it is the battalions at 
home; and directly you examine the 
figures you will find that you will be 
lamentably and increasingly short of 
Reserves—not to furnish reinforcements 
in time of war, but to mobilise your 
battalions :o as to enable them to go to 
waratall. I think it is fair that the Com- 
mittee should formulate their opinions 
upon a problem of that kind; it is the 
kind of practical problem with which I 
am trying to deal. I need hardly point 
out that this will involve the entire 
destruction of the linked battalions. 
Personally I regard that, for the purpose 
of drafting, as @ pure advantage, though 
[ am not quite sure that the Leader of 
the Opposition so regards it. But this 
is certain—that if you decrease the 
number of battalions at home and retain 
the number of battalions abroad, the 
system of linked battalions for purposes 
of drafting falls to the ground instantly. 


*Sir LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I am not at all certain that there is a con- 
sensus of opinion in the House as to the 
abolition of the fourteen Line battalions. 
There is the alternative proposal to reduce 
the number of men in the battalions from 
1,000 to 500, and so to avoid the abolition 
of the battalions, and the esprit de corps 
attached to them. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The very 
next remark I was going to make was 
in exact continuation of the hon. Member’s 
line of thought. What I suggest to the 
Committee is that !t is a far more pro- 
fitable operation, if you are going to 
insist on this reduction, to reduce the 
battalions to such strength as will enable 
us to economise while retaining the 
power of recruiting Reserves and the 
power of re-creating the battalions in the 
event of war. You would effect the 
same economy as if you reduced half the 
number of battalions, and at the same 
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time vou would reserve the cadres. The 
right hon. Gentleman made some remarks 
on what he alleged to be the shortage of 
the Reserve under the proposal I have 
made. I was unable to trace the origin 
of those remarks; I do not know where 
he got them from—certainly not from me. 
I think he suggested that there would be 
a shortage of some 66,000 men on the 
Reserve; that is an absolute delusion. 
There will be noshortage on the Reserve; 
there will be a surplus on the Reserve. 
Among the figures I presented to the 
House I gave a figure of 90,000 men of 
the infantry Reserve, but it was limited 
by the conditions which I imposed upon 
that Reserve. If you were to take the 
existing Reserve conditions, instead of 
having 90,000 you would have, under the 
cheapest terms ever proposed in the 
British Army, an increased Reserve of 
150,000 men. T hope, then, that we have 
heard the last of this sugyestion that 
the Reserve, even under the conditions 
I propose, is inadequate. 


The right hon. Gentleman suggested 
that I had made some modification 
in the views I have suggested to 
the House in regard to the Militia; 
but that is a misconception. The 
right hon, Gentleman is quite right in 
saying that I have entertained certain 
views with regard to the Militia, and I 
confess I entertain them still. I think 
the Militia ought to be made, and can 
with great advantage be made, the main, 
possibly even the sole, future component 
of our territorial Army. Yes, but I never 
made that proposal to the House of 
Commons. I am addressing myself to 
the charge made against me by the right 
hon. Gentleman Jast night, that I had 
modified in any particular the proposal | 
had made to the House. I believe I was 
right at that time in supposing that the 
scheme, which I confess T still favour, 
would not have found equal favour in the 
eyes of the House of Commons, and | 
never did propose to the House any 
serious modification of the Militia force. 
I said then, and I say now, that it was 
essential to eradicate from the Militia 
those units which were clearly of no ad- 
vantage; but at the same time, I have 
said over and over again that, in defer- 
ence to what I believed to be the general 


feeling of the House, I should not, pro- | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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pose any substantial alteration in the 
Militia. The proof of that is to be found 
in the fact that we have taken for the 
Militia Vote this vear precisely the same 
sum that we took last vcar. Therefore 
it is a little hard that T should be charged 
with having withdrawn or altered the 
propovals which I am represented as 
having made to the House with reg ir] to 
the Mil:tia. 


I noted the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman that he was in creat 
doubt as to what would be the eff e¢ 
on recruiting for the Militia of the 
proposal to render the force hable to 
foreign service. [ do not share the 
doubts of the right hon. Gentleman. | 
was present at the debate on the Militia 
Bill in another place, and I heard one 
Militia officer after another get up and 
say thit this proposal would be regarded 
as a claim both by cfficers and men. 
Still, it will be important to see the result 
of this proposal, for upon it depends 
whether or not we can make effective use 
of the Militia. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman says that 
there 1s no change in his mind or 
in his intention, or in any proposal 
which he has now submitted to the 
House, from the original proposal with 
regard to the Militia which he laid 
before the House last year. Lord 
Lansdowne thinks differently, according 
to the extract fiom his speech on the 
Militia Bill which I read to the House 
last night. I quoted it for this reason. 
Lord Lansdowne speaks in the name of 
the Government. We complain that in 
this Hovse we hear a great deal of what 
the right hon. Gentleman thinks and 
de-ires aud wishes, but we do not hear 
apything at all of what the Government 
are determined todo, Let me read again 
what Lord Lansdowne said— 


‘We have, then, to consider from that point 
of view what is the proper place of the Militia, 
and I am glad to believe that in the opinion of 
most of us the proper place of the Militia is 
that it should form a part of that Army which in 
times of peace remains at home, but which in 
times of national emergency shall be available 
for use in the field beyond the limits of these 
islands. I have no doubt that if my right hon. 
colleague had these data to work upon he would 
have been justified in doing what I believe in 
his original proposal he desired to recommend 
to Parliament—that he would have preferred 
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that the Militia should be merged in the short- } 
service Army of which we have spoken in these 
debates. But sentiment counts for a good deal 
in these questions, and it became obvious to us 
that a measure of that kind would have done 
great violence to the sentiment of a force which 
we greatly honour and which commands the 
esteem of the country. Therefore we propose 
that the Militia should retain its identity and 
that it should not be merged in the short-service 
Army, but that, on the other hand, it should be 
so framed, so equipped, and so officered that it 
should be fit when occasion arises to take its 
place alongside the best troops of the Line for 
the purposes of foreign service.” 


clrmy 


We have here two contradictory con- 
ceptions of the position of the Militia. 
The first, Lord Lansdowne says, was 
originally put forward under the authority 
of the Government by the Secretary of 
State for War ; but they have given that 
up and adopted a different course. Will 
the right hon. Gentleman now say that 
he is one and the same person in this 
respect as he was last year ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The inter- 
polation of the right hon. Gentleman 
gives me the opportunity of referring to 
the Papers with regard to the Militia 
which I laid before the House. The 


right hon. Gentleman is mistaken. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am not mistaken. It is Lord Lans- 
downe, if any one. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER : Lord Lans- 
downe was quite right. What he said 
Was quite correct. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Then it was concealed from us in the 
House of Commons. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : There was 
never anything more open to this world. 
I never concealed from this House that it 
was my desire to have the Militia in- 
cluded in the short-service Army. But I 
never made the proposal to the House. 
In the Memorandum which I submitted 
to the House, I said that a change of the 
magnitude which I suggested could only 
come about after a much fuller public dis- 
cussion than had yet been given to it, and 
that therefore no sweeping alteration in 
the Militia was at present contemplated. 
I never made any other proposal to the 
House; I have had no reason for with- | 
drawing any proposal which I did make, | 
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and Lord Lansiowne has _ accurately 
described the position. My hon friend 
the Member for Portsmouth spoke yes- 
terday about the impossibility of making 
the Militia a territorial torce. That seems 
tomea paradox. The Militia is essen- 
tially the territorial force of the country. 
If I have received one, I have received 
numbers of communications from great 
country towns saving that if we could 
form these territorial battalions they 
would place at our disposal all the re- 
sources of the locality. If you say they 
have already done so under the existing 
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. Militia arrangement, I say they have not. 


But I am confident that the moment you 
start thes? territorial battalons you will 
have the whole local feeling and sentim>nt 
on their side. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS — (Poris- 
mouth): Lf you merge the Militia in your 
new territorial regiments the Militia, as 
Militia, ceases to exist. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [wl tell 
the hor. Member about his own battalion 
in Hampshire. That battalion at the 
present moment is being bled at every 
point. In that battalion there are 156 
men under twenty years of age, and there 
are 164 men disqualified uader existing 
rules from service at all. The total 
strength of the battalion is 463 men. 
Does the hon. Member think that bat- 
talion would be better or worse if it were 
relieved from the pressure it is now 
under? I will tell the hon. Member 
exactly what has happened, The recruits 
of that battalion have been drawn out by 
the Rifle Brigade, by the Royal Marines, 
by the stokers of the Royal Navy, and, 
above all, by the Voluntecr corps. Does 
the hon.; Member really think that that 
ba‘talion would suffer at all if it were 
made a territorial battalion, and it had 
not only barracks established in Win- 
chester, but had full access to the 
traditions and activity of the Army ? 


REGINALD LUCAS: If the 
hon. Gentleman says that we, 
as battalions, are not worth having, 
there is nothing more to be said, 
and we must go, but, if you merge 
us with territorial regiments, we shall 
no longer exist as a Militia unit, 
and all our sentiment, traditions, and 


Mr. 
right, 
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shall be a totally different institution. I 
do not say this ought not to be done if 
it is necessary, but do not let us be told 
it is the same thing. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There 
never has been any question and there 
is no intention of merging them in 
another battalion, Ihave left the oppor- 
tunity to a certain number of Militia 
battalions to accept the responsibility if 
they desire, and I have ample evidence 
that apparently I would get battalion 
after battalion to accept the responsibility 
proudly. 


Let me come for a moment to an- 
other item, the question of the Volunteers, 
The right hon. Gentleman attacked me 
for quoting certain figures with regard to 
the Volunteers. I believe that what I 
have proposed for the Volunteers would 
lead to an amelioration in their condition 
which has never been suggested for them, 
and would put them in a position that 
has never been approached both for 
standing and efficiency. In what I said 
about the internal condition of the force 
I was but quoting statements of its 
officers. I said nothing in malice, I 
exaggerated nothing. All I claim is the 
right to examine the Volunteers in the 
light of reason and common sense, just as 
we examine every other branch of His 
Majesty’s forces. 


The right hon. Gentleman spoke of 
the “ blue-water” school and said that 
he belonged to the “silver - streak” 
school. Well, if we are liable to be 
invaded, we must have the kind of troops 
which will enable us to face the great 
Continental nations. Will any one sug- 
gest that we should reorganise the Volun- 
teer force so that it may be able to meet 
the troops of those nations? If they had 
to meet a French, a German, or an 
Austrian army corps should we really 
organise our Volunteer forces as we are 
organising them now? Should we not 
cive them transport, cavalry, guns, train- 
ing, corresponding to that of the troops 
against which they were likely to be 
engeged? I want to know whether we 
really believe in this theory at all. I do 
believe in it, though not in the exag- 
gerated form the right hon. Gentleman 
attributed to me. If hon. and right hon. 


Mr. Reginald Lucas. 
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esprit de corps, is Miliiia, disappear; we | 
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(rentlemen opposite do not believe in it 
let them accept the logical development 
of their views. There is no half-way 
house in this matter. 


I must say I have been impressed 
by what I must call the uncompromising 
unreality of this debate. I have taken 
but a small part init. I spoke yester- 
day and I am now endeavouring to 
reply to the Leader of the Opposition 
to-day. Therefore, if unreality exists 
IT am not responsible for it. TI still 
feel we are not in contact with the 
realities of the situation at all. I still 
think we have had no suggestion from 
either side of the House. 

An HON. MEMBER: It is not for 


us to make suggestions. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That 
only proves what I say; but I think it 
is time the House did suggest-—— 


You clear out 


An HON. MEMBER: 


first. 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: If they 
have any suggestions to make. We 


have not had any one get up and say, ‘‘I 
believe that our Army a8 at present con- 
stituted is fit for the protection of the 
country in the absence of the Navy; I 
do believe the training we give them, 
their organisation, is perfectly satisfac- 
tory.” 


When I state the results of my 
examination into the condition of our 
different forces I know it is not popular. 
It is not agreeable to receive the criti- 
cisms of hon. Gentleman on both sides, 
but I know that is not only my fortune, 
but will be the fortune of every Minister 
who stands in this place and ventures to 
look facts in the face, to test the real 
fighting value of ourarms. The moment 
you venture to suggest that this or that 
branch of the Army requires investiga 
tion, or demands reform, you are met 
by an indignant chorus of reproach. I 
am old enough to remember that there 


was a certain Marshal Leboouf in a 
neighbouring country who told the 


French people that everything in the 
French army was ready to the last 
gaiter-button. It was my fortune to 
see that country, within a year from the 
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time that statement was made, invaded 
and devastated by war, and the French 
people had to pay the price for accept- 
ing that statement. I have not the 
slightest doubt that the Marshal’s state- 
ment was exceedingly popular. I am 
certain that the Chamber applauded him 
loudly. From the personal point of view 
nothing would be more satisfactory to 
myself if I were able to state that, accord- 
ing to all the information at my disposal, 
I am convinced that all is for the best in 
the best of all possible worlds. I do not 
think so; nothing will make me think 
so. I believe anv one in my _ position 
will feel it to be his imperative duty to 
probe into the condition of every branch 
of our forces, and must be prepared for 
what I was prepared for, criticism, much 
of which no doubt is just; but a good 
deal of which I venture respectfully to say 
is not only unjust, but uninformed. I 
would take the opinion of the Com- 
mittee. I ask if the gravamen of the 
charge that is laid against me can be 
sustained ; I ask if I have not met the 
Leader of the Opposition on every single 
point; and I ask the Committee to say 
that there is not only a good deal to be 
said on this side, but that the enormous 
weight of experience and fact lies on this 
side, 
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Mason SEELY said he begged to 
move again the reduction of £1,000,000 
moved the previous day by the hon. 
Member for Oldham, although he was 
fully aware that his hon. friend the 
Member for Sheffield was anxious to 
move a reduction dealing specifically 
with the Volunteers. He thought it was 
only right that in setting up this re- 
duction of £1,000,000 some reply should 
be made to the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman. In spite of all the lucidity 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for War they did not know what the right 
hon. Gentleman was driving at. He 
was not going to follow the right hon, 
Gentleman through all the various parts 
of his speech in reply to the Leader of 
the Opposition; but he would only 
take three heads so as to show the right 
hon, Gentleman the dificulty the Com- 
mittee found in trying to understand 
what he intended to propose. The right 
hon. Gentleman turned to the Leader 
ot the Opposition and said in regard 


(4 Aprrt 1905} 





346 


to the Reserves and the number of 
battalions and the general reduction, “I 
have made my position perfectly clear. 
You say, ‘go back to the old seven vears 
and five years system.’ I propose, on 
the other hand”—and the right hon. 
Gentleman forgot he was speaking in the 
presence of the First Lord of the 
Treasury, whom they were all glad to 
see in the House—‘“ I propose that we 
should have a long-service Army which 
should provide us with the necessary 
men for India, and also a home- service 
Army providing us witha Reserve.” 
Quite so. They knew the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed that; but was 
it going to be done? The right hon. 
Gentleman would perhaps tell them—for, 
after all, the Committee would see that the 
whole thing hung together—that he pro- 
posed to convert the Militia into a kind 
of home-service Army. Nothing could 
be plainer. There were a great num- 
ber of officers of Militia in the 
House who viewed with great concern 
that proposal, as was shown during 
recent debates. Some thought it wise 
and some thought it foolish; but all 
of them wanted to know. He could 
give the names of many commanding 
officers of Militia regiments who assured 
him that they could not obtain officers 
or men for their corps because of the 
state of uncertainty they were in. But 
when the Leader of the Opposition 
mentioned this the right hon. Gentleman 
said: ‘No, no; I propose to do 
this when I am allowed; but certain 
people will not allow me to do it.” 
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What a ridiculous state of affairs! 
Did the right hon. Gentleman _pro- 
pose to do it at all? And if so, 


when ? But, if he did not propose to 
do it,'what about the short-service Army 
which he now told the Committee he was 
not going forward with? The right hon. 
Gentleman fell foul of the Leader of the 
Opposition because he proposed to return 
to the seven years with the colours and 
five years with the Reserve, and said that 
that would never provide an adequate 
Reserve for India, which the short-service 
Army would provide. But if theze was 
not going to be a short-service Army 
were they to have any Reserves at all ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to reply : “ We are.” 
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Major SEELY: Well, they were. 
They had got it at last. Now, since they 
were assured that they were to have a 
short-service Army—which many hon. 
Members disapproved of — the Com- 
mittee would be glad to know definitely, 
here and now, when they were going to 
have this short-service Army—not the 
Militia. Could the right hon. Gentleman 
tell them ; or could the Prime Minister 
tell them, when this short-service Army 
was to begin? There was no reply. 
There would be no reply. They all 
knew that the scheme of the right hon. 
Gentleman, which had many merits, 
was not approved of by the War Office 
over which the right hon. Gentleman had 
control, They knew that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposals in regard to the 
Volunteers had not the approval of those 
concerned with the Volunteer Depart- 
ment of the War Office. They knew, or 
at any rate, they heard, that the Com- 
mittee of Defence would not agree to the 
proposals of the right hon, Gentleman. 
Well, it did seem to him that it was time 
that there should be an end to all this 
mystery, this concealment, this evasion. 
If they were to have a home service 
Army and a Reserve, they could not 
enlist men for nine years service and 
three years in the Reserve and put off 
the formation of the short-service Army 
to the Greek Kalends. If they were to 
have a home-service Army the House of 
Commons ought to be frankly told that 
they were. Many hon. Members believed 
that the formation of a home-service 
Army would be a death blow to the 
Militia, and the Volunteers would prob- 
ably, in the long run, absolutely fail to 
produce the result which the right hon. 
Gentleman and all of them sought, and 
pave the way to a military system wholly 
unadapted to our needs. They were 
told that a home-service Army was 
gol g to be formed. 
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Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
It is not on the Estimates. 


Mayor SEELY said that, as his hon. 
and gallant friend had just remarked, it 
was not on the Hstimates; and it was a 
most irregular procedure for the House, 
the previous night, to pass the Second 


Reading of the Army Annual Bill, seeing | 


that we had an entirely new Army. 


{COMMONS} 


two home-service Armies 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
the hon. and gallant Member was under 
an entire misconception. There were a 
number of battalions now which could 
be utilised for short service. There was 
no necessity for a change in any way. 


Masor SEELY said they were now 
beginning to get at the facts. This was 
surely a most extraordinary suggestion 
of the right hon. Gentleman. The Secre- 
tary for War said that he would proceed 
to form a home-service Army without 
any reference to the House of Commons, 
and that there were in this country bat- 
talions corresponding to a home-service 
Army. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
mean to say that he had, on the sly, been 
enlisting men for two years? [MINIs- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!”] He im- 
mediately withdrew the words ‘ on the 
sly’ in any offensive sense. He merely 
wished to show the absurdity of the sug- 
gestion that the right hon. Gentleman 
could form a short-service Army without 
communication with this House, and that 
he could enlist men for two years with 
the colours and six in the Reserve. What 
about the drafts for India? Were they 
going to be affected? Of course, this 
was an entirely new departure. Such a 
revolution in our military system had 
not been heard of since the days of Pitt ; 
and the House, naturally, did not want 
to have a knowledge of it by a kind of 
side wind. It was not only the effect of 
the home-service Army on the military 
problem of the country, but its effect on 
the Militia and the Volunteers that had to 
be considered. The right hon Gentleman 
tried to make the House believe that he 
now proposed to form a_ short-service 
Army, against which many Members 
seriously protested, without reference to 
the House, and which was to take the 
place of the Militia. Were chey to have 
ove to take 
the place of the Militia, and another to 
be set up in five months time when the 
drafts for India were needed @ 





Then, in regard to the foreign-service 
Army, there was an absolute point of 
disagreement. The right hon. Gentleman 
had invented an entirely new school of 
his own. They had had the blue-water 
school and the War Office school. Now 
they had the Clacton Beach school, which 
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said that a few dinghies could land a 
force on these shores and that we should 
have to surrender to the enemy in six 


Army 


days. [MINIsTeRIAL cries of * Oh, oh!”’} 
The right hon. Gentleman did say that 


competent naval officers had said so. 


Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER was under- 
stood to say that he was bound to confess 
that the extreme naval view had adopted 
that statement; but he never had. 


Mayor SKELY said that that was 
the extreme naval view, and the right 
hon. Gentleman had stated it with 
approval. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself adopted the view of a pos- 
sible raid of 5,000 men as a maximum ; 
and the Committee would be glad to 
know if that was the view of the Clacton 
Beach school, He protested against 
the surrender policy. It was no part of 
his proposal to go into this at any length, 
but it did seem to him that the suggescion 
of the Committee of Defence that in the 
event of this country losing command 


of the sea they would surrender within 


six days was most disgraceful. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (M.A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, BE.) : Has the right 
hon. Gentleman the smallest proof that 
the Committee of Defence had ever laid 
down such a proposition ? 


Mayor SEELY said he had onlv the 
statement of the Secretary of State for 
War. The theory propounded by the 
right hon. 
lost command of the sea—-- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is a con- 
tingency which has never been discussed. 


Magor SEELY said he was sorry to 
hear the right hon. Gentleman say that 
i. was not a contingency to be dis-u: sed, 
because he, for his part, thought it was a 
very proper contingency to discuss. If 
the evil day ever came and we lost com- 
mand of the sea temporarily our proper 
course was not to surrender but to labour 
and suffer until werecovered it. [Laughter. | 
He would beg those who laughed to 
remember that he had on his side those 


who had studied the question deeply and | 
also those who had studied naval strategy | that all reductions were impossible. 
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in all its bearings. His point was that 
while invasion might or might not become 
more or less likely or possible, a blockade 
had become absolutely impossible. When 
it was remembered that the whole of the 
Japanese fleet found it impossible to 
blockade the narrow entrance to the 
harbour of Port Arthur there was some- 
thing to be said for the theory that the 
starvation of the people of this country 
was an impossibility, and the steadfast 
qualities of our people did not lead them 
to regard lightly the policy of surrender. 
The idea that if they lost command of 
the sea they were to abandon all the 
causes they held dear was one he would 


Estimates, 


never endorse. [A voice: No one 
does. | 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I strongly 


object to the hon. Gentleman’s remarks. 
This is neither the Vote nor the occasion 
for the hon. Gentleman to give his 
favourite version of the views of the 
Committee of National Defence. 


Mayor SEELY: We should be glad 
to know what the views of the right hon. 
Gentleman were. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Our rules lay 
down a proper occasion when our views 
should be given. 


Mayor SEELY asked how it was 
possible to discuss Vote 1 of the Army 
Estimates and what men were to be 
obtained until they had arrived at some 
kind of agreement as to whether the men 
were required for this country or not. It 
was very easy to say this question should 
be discussed on item “ E,” but the Com- 
mittee had been put off discussing this 
matter for over a year by such statements 
as that. The Committee passed last 
year provisional Estimates on the under- 
standing that the whole matter would be 
put right in the course of the year, and 
they now found themselves in a greater 
state of obfuscation than they were last 
year. He applied to hon. and right hon 
Gentlemen to say, Did any one know 
what the War Office proposed to do with 
the Militia? Did any one know what 
was intended to be done with the home- 
service Army? The right hon. Gentle- 
man in his speech had attempted to show 
On 
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the other hand the late Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said large reductions were 
essential. 


Army 


, *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I did not 
say no reductions were possible. I said if 
the House intended to maintain the Army 
in its present condition there could be no 
reduction, 


Masor SEELY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had said the only possible way 
of reducing the Estimates was by the 
reduction of the home-service Army. 
That was not part of the scheme when 
these Estimates were produced. There- 
fore on the scheme produced it was im- 
possible to make reductions. Economy 
had been assented to by both sides of the 
House and yet they could not proceed 
with the reductions because they did not 
know what was intended with regaid to 
the home-service Army, the Militia, and 
the Volunteers, and what was to govern 
the policy of the Government on this 
question. It was no good doing anything 
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until they knew what was wanted, and if | 


the Government would give some lead the 
whole Committee would be grateful. He 
trusted that whatever school of thought 
governed the policy the Government 
would never admit that they belonged to 
the school of surrender. He begged to 
move. 


Mot:on made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £9,101,000, 
be granted forthe said Service.” —( Major 
Seely. ) 


*Sirn CHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark) said he did not cavil at 
the delay which had taken place in 
carrying out the schemes which the right 
hon. Gentleman had put before the House 
list year. He was, on the contrary, 
gratelul for it, because it had given the 
country time to grasp and consider those 
important and far-reaching proposals. 
He confessed that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was something of an enigma to him. 
When he listened to the general state- 
ments oi principle laid down by the right 
hon. Gentleman he found himself in 
general agreement with them. When 
he pointed out our peculiar position 
as an island power, when he pointed 
out the very limited danger of invasion 


Major Seedy, 


| great need at the present time. 
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and the necessity of our keeping our 
Army up for the purpose of warfare 
abroad, and when he pointed to the 
Indian frontier as the main source of 
danger he was in agreement with the 
right hon, Gentleman. But when the 
right hon, Gentleman proceeded to his 
concrete proposals based on __ those 
broad statements of principle, then it was 
impossible to reconcile the principle wiih 
the proposals made. He was now re- 
ferring particularly to the proposals with 
regard to the Regular Army. He found 
himseli to a large extent in agreemen 
with the Militia policy which the right 
hon, Gentleman now put forward a: 
against that put forward last year, 
assuming it to be a genuine scheme to 
improve and strengthen the Militia fore, 
but he could only approve of it on con- 
diticn that the plan of home-service bat- 
talions should be dropped. There was 
no room in our military system for both. 
It was extremely difficult to follow the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to his 
proposals for the Regular Army. — For 
the first time it was recognised that the 
Regular Army existed for war abroad 
only, and yet our small Army was to be 
divided into a home-service and a foreiyn- 
service Army. That propo-al was, more- 
over, not compatible with our obtaining a 
large and efficient Reserve, which was our 
The right 
hon, Gentleman had pointed out that his 
home-service battalions would have a large 
Reserve, large in numbers no doubt, but 


| of very young men insufficiently trained, 


who had only seen two years service 11) 
the ranks and no foreign service at all, 
On the other hand, the general-serv'ce 
Reserve would be trained men, but quite 
inadequate in numbers, The right hon. 
Gentleman insisted that the chief busi- 
ness of the Army in the future was 
the defence of India against a European 
Power, and yet he gave this coun- 
try a force far less efficient for the pur- 
pose than that which we now possessed. 
The Government had declared that in 
their deliberate opinion it was necessary 
to have not less than 100,000 men ready 
to be sent from this country to reinforce 
the Indian Army and to make the fron- 
tier of India secure, such a force would 
include some seventy battalions of in- 
fantry, and how would they be provided 


_ under the right hon, Gentleman’s scheme ? 
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There would be a certain number of 
Guards and general-service battalions, 


perhaps thirty in all, and for the remain- | 


ing forty the right hon. Gentleman would 
have to fall back upon the home-service 
battalions. The composition of these 
had been so fully exposed that it was 
unnecessary to deal with it at length. 
They contained only a very small propor- 


tion of long-service men, while as for the! 


remainder, about one-fourth would con- 


sist of boys of from eighteen to twenty) 


years of age with less than two years 


service with the colours and no experience | 


outside these islands, and the rest would 
be men from the Reserve, but still young 
men who had not served outside these 
islands and who had not the training 
which would fit them for service in the 
field. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said it was 
not contemplated that boys of eighteen to 
twenty vears of age should be sent to the 
Indian frontier. The battalions would 
have the same composition as obtained 
in any army in Europe. 


*Str CHARLES WELBY said his point 
was that the battalions would consist 
mainly of Reserves, which the right hon. 
Gentleman did not deny. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER remarked 
that the hon. Member stated that the 
men would be from eighteen to twenty 
years of age. That was not so; the 
battalions would be composed of men 
above twenty years of age. 


*Srrk CHARLES WELBY said the right 
hon. Gentleman was making the large 
assumption that he would get his recruits 
at the age of nineteen. But even assum- 
ing that, and that he sent no man until 
he had served one year with the colours, 
the men would not be more than twenty- 
one years of age, and the great bulk of 
the Reserves wovld be young soldiers 
with little military experience. 
talions so constituted would be vastly 
inferior to the battalions now available, 
and he would like to hear from the right 
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He was glad to note a tendency in cer- 
tain quarters to go back to the principle 
of the Cardwell system, in the virtues 
of which he had always been a believer, 
though he was perfectly conscious of its 
shortcomings. ‘The more he saw of these 
new schemes which appeared and passed 
away with bewildering rapidity, the more 
he was convinced that the Cardwell 
system was, on the whole, the best and the 
‘most adapted to the requirements of the 
country. If, however, the best was to 
be made of that system, there must be an 
adequate number of cadres, and he 
entirely agreed with the Secretary of 
State that our Regular Army was none 
too large. To praise the Cardwell sys- 
tem in one breath and in the next 
to advocate a large reduction of battalions 
was altogether inconsistent. Hitherto 
the Cardwell system had been perpetually 
overstrained, but there were circum- 
stances at present which would give it a 
better chance than it had had yet. New 
battalions had been added, and the 
Secretary of State had been able to 
prevail upon the naval authorities and 
the Council of Defence to admit the pos- 
sibility of withdrawing a certain number 
of battalions from colonial stations. 
These things greatly simplified the pro- 
blem. The most cogent criticism against 
the Cardwell system was that in the 
form in which it had hitherto existed 
it did not yield a sufficient Reserve ac- 
cording to modern ideas. It was indis- 
putably true that a system of seven 
years with the colours and five in the 
Reserve did not yield a sufficient Reserve, 
and to meet that fault the three years 
and the two years enlistments had been 
proposed. In his opinion that was be- 
ginning at the wrong end. The way to 
increase the Reserve was not to reduce too 
much the period of colour service, but to 
lengthen the period of Reserve service. 
The fault of the Cardwell system was 
that it engaged the men for twelve years, 
and so lost hold of them at the age of 
‘twenty-nine or thirty, when they were 
in their full fighting power. He would 
like to see men engaged for twenty-one 
| years, with a colour service of six or seven 
years, and a Reserve service of fourteen 


hon. Gentleman whether his military or fifteen years, with the Reserves so 


colleagues in the Army Council were 
fully satisfied as to the efficiency oi the 
battalions for that particular purpose. 


classified that as the men got older 
and more advanced in their Reserve 


‘service their liability to active service 
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should be proportionately diminished. 
As to whether the men would engage 
for twenty-one vears, his view was that 
the period of colour service affected the 
question far more than the period of Re- 
serve service, and as he understood it was 
now the view of the War Office that it 
was almost as easy to get men for nine as 
for three years he could not believe that 
a period of six or seven years with the 
colours followed by fourteen or fifteen 
years in the Reserve would act as a 
deterrent. 


Army 


He had the greatest horror of amateur 
schemes with regard to the Army, and, 
if he might say so without offence, that 
was the main blot on the scheme of the 
Secretary of State. It was the scheme 
of an amateur--an able and enthusiastic 
amateur with a great knowledge of the 
subject, but still an amateur, and the 
weak point was that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not the best opinion of 
the Army behind him. That was where 
the present scheme differed from the 
Cardwell scheme. The late Lord Card- 
well did not invent his own scheme. 
He called together the best of the 
young and progressive school of officers 
he could find, such as the present 
Lord Wolseley and Lord Cromer, and 
they hammered out a _— scheme, 
and then, having satisfied himself that 
it was sound, he made himself responsible 
for it. Only in that way was it possible 
to arrive at any firm foundation for a 
final settlement of the problem of Army 
organisation. If there was one thing 
the Army sorely needed at present it 
was a final settlement of this question. 
He should vote against the Amendment 
because he believed it was altogether 
unreasonable and impracticable, but he 
earnestly hoped that Members would 
not be told that by voting these 
Estimates they had committed them- 
selves to certain principles laid down 
by the right hon. Gentleman, to 
the division of our small Army into two 
parts, or to the creation of short-service 
battalions which, besides being ineffective 
in themselves, would be absolutely fatal 
to the Militia. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) believed that it was only by 
carrying a substantial reduction such 


Sir Charles Welby. 
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as was now proposed that the House 
wou'd be able to bring to an end the 
present waste in the management ot 
the Army or to secure any effective re- 
form. It was now known that the Army 
was required not for the defence of 
these islands, but for the defence of the 
Indian frontier, and he suggested that 
the Secretary of State should tell the 
Committee definitely upon what the 
provisions of the Government for the 
defence of the Indian frontier were based, 
Any attempt to consider as a whole the 
scheme of the right hon. Gentleman was 
unreal until the Committee knew what 
the requirements were and upon what 
they were based. The Secretary of 
State had ssid that he was endeavouring 
to meet the demands not of the 
Council of Imperial Defence, but of the 
Indian Covernment. demanis 
changed with every Viceroy, and fre 
quently with the Commanders-in-Chiet. 
One Viceroy would get on the mountains 
in the direction of Tibet, Afghanistan, or 
Persia, while another would remain 
behind the natural frontier of India, 
extending railways, laying out the neces- 
sary camps, and providing for the 
defence of India within its natural 
frontiers. Upon which of those policies 
was this scheme based? One Com 
mander-in-Chief, like the late Sir Donald 
Stewart, would uphold the defensive 
policy, while another would = march 
through Afghanistan and into the terri- 
tory of another Power on his way to 
Moscow. Which of those policies was 
to prevail? These were not questions 
which could be decided permanently 
by the Government of India, they must 
be decided by the Council of Defence, 
and it was only by the Council of Defence 
laying down a settled policy and Parlia- 
ment approving of that policy that there 
could be any fixed principle upon which 
to base the number of Regulars that 
should be kept. That was a_ serious 
consideration in regard to which the 
House had had no definite information. 
Upon that policy depended whether the 
white garrison to be maintained for the 
defence of the Indian frontier should be 
75,000 or 150,000. Which of — those 
numbers did the Government seek to 
maintain ? It was not only the question 
of the number of Regulars, it was also 
the question of the time there would be 
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to prepare for the defence. If they 
waited near the Indian frontier there 
would be plenty of time to train the 
troops and send them out; but 
if they were going to advance into the 
territory of a neighbouring Power, 150,000 
Regulars able to march at once would be 
necessary. That was why so much de- 
pended upon the settlement of the policy, 
and why he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man was wrong in deprecating discussion 
in the House of Commons. 


Army 


With the criticisms of the policy 
of the right hon. Gentleman with 
regard to the Auxiliary Forces he 
generally concurred, not because he 
thought expert opinion was not of great 
value, but because it had been directed 
very much to the maintenance of Regular 
trovps. At the same time it could not be 
that the Committee of Defence disap- 
proved of the present system of Auxiliary 
Forces, and that they were in favour of 
increasing the Regular strength and re- 
ducing the strength of the Auxiliary 
Forces, or else the right hon. Gentleman’s 
proposals would have been more ad- 
equately supported. Either the Com- 
mittee of Defence had not approved of 
that policy, or the Government had not 
supported the Committee. He believed 
that, generally, the attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman towards the Auxiliary 
Forces had been most unfortunate. In 
his own experience of the Volunteers and 
the Militia, service both by officers and 
privates was readily given—in the Vol- 
unteers especially, and to some extent in 
the Militia. It was felt that they were 
wanted and the service was therefore 
readily given. He thought the Volun- 
teers and the Militia had got keener of 
late years because the relations between 
them and the Regulars had become 
better. But if the right hon. Gentleman 
taught the country and the Regulars to 
look down on the Auxiliary Forces he 
would take the life out of the movement. 
The Volunteers and the Militia had both 
been increasing in efficiency of late years, 
especially in the mounted corps and the 
artillery, which were the two branches of 
which alone he had any experience. 
These branches would become more 
efficient still. 
tion of reducing inefficient units. In 
that they all agreed with the right hon. 
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Jentleman. That was one thing, and 
to reduce efficient units was another, 
and under the right hon. Gentleman’s 
scheme it might quite well become neces- 
sary to reduce efficient units. He was 
opposed to that general idea because, 
after all, the right hon. Gentleman 
ought to be able to save £1,000,000 
a year from the Army Estimates. He 
could not save that out of the £2,000,000 
devoted to the service of the Militia 
and Volunteers. It was a very small 
proportion of the £2,000,000 he could 
save. The saving ought to be made on 
the £28,000,000 spent on the Regulars, 
and on the expenditure on military works 
which brought up the cost to nearly 
£35,000,000. He believed the Auxiliary 
Forces did great good in stimulating the 
martial spirit of the nation and in saving 
us against conscription. We should con- 
centrate on reducing the number in the 
Regular force, which could be done if we 
had a clear conception what our Indian 
frontier policy was to be. It was on that 
the country expected a saving to be 
made. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said he had been anxious to 
move a separate reduction in order to call 
specific attention to the question of the 
Auxiliary Forces for they should not be 
confused with the upper branches of the 
service, and in that way to evoke a de- 
finite and distinct expression of opinion 
wholly independent of foreign policies. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If I may, I would make an appeal 
to the Committee and the Govern- 
ment whether it would not be desir- 
able to take the division which was 
postponed last night in order that the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman may address 
himself in a clear and detached way to 
the question which he wishes to bring be- 
fore the Committee. I think that would 
be for the convenience of the Committee. 


CotoneL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field): I should like to say that there 
are Members who wish to speak on other 

_ questions besides the Volunteer question. 


*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wiit- 
shire, Chippenham): I understand it 
i will still be open to hon. Members to 
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speak on the broader question even if 
this Amendment is removed by a division, 


THe CHAIRMAN: That is so, cer- 
tainly. Supposing the Committee came 
to a decision on the Amendment it would 
be open for any Member of the Committee 
to raise any further question or to raise 
the general question. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT said he was 
perfectly ready to give way if the Com- 
mittee desired. It seemed to him that 
many hon. Members were unwilling that 
the division should be taken now. As 
to the treatment of the Militia and 
Volunteers the great difficulty they had 
to complain of was the absolute un- 
certainty which prevailed with respect to 
the policy of the War Office and the Seere- 
tary of State for War. The right hon. 
Gentleman had been so good as to address 
the Committee five times on the Army 
Estimates. He had made speeches of con- 
siderable length which were no doubt full 
of details. Speaking for himself he (the 
hon. Member) did not really understand 
where they were in regard to the Militia 
and Volunteers. In the Memorandum 
which the right hon. Gentleman had laid 
before the House he proposed definitely 
to reduce the Volunteers by some 45,000 
men, and thereby bring them down to 
& maximum strength of 200,000, which 
he considered as absolutely suflicient for 
the defence of these islands so far as the 
Volunteers were concerned. It was upon 
‘hat issue that he was anxious to take 
the opinion of the House, because he knew 
from sources of information which were 
open to himself and to other hon. Mem- 
bers that there was the greatest dis- 
satisfaction in many quarters with that 
proposal. He wished to say at once 
that he had no authority whatever to 
represent the whole of the Volunteer 
force. All that he had ever contended 
in this House was to have been very 
much interested for upwards of thirty 
years in the Volunteer force and to have 
had command of a very large regiment 
in that body. As to representing the 
whole of the Volunteer force, he had 
never laid claim to any position of that 
kind. It was no! necessary for the Secre- 
tary of State to say, as he had done, that 
he did not look upon him as the repre- 
sentative of the whole body. At any 


Sir J, Dickson-Poynder. 


{COMMONS } 








Estimates, 1905-6. 360 
rate, he represented a considerable body 
in the Volunteer force, and he would say, 
on behalf of that body, that they were 
anxious to co-operate in every possible 
way with the Secretary of State, but it 
did seem strange that the right hon. 
Gentleman in laying his proposals belore 
the House of Commons should asperse 
ether the condition of the Volunteer 
force at the present time, or do wrong 
to that service in the past. He had no 
doubt that the observations of the right 
hon. Gentleman came from him in the 
heat of debate and in great excite- 
ment. His language was very fluent, 
and perhaps words escaped him which 
exceeded the meaning he was anxious 
to give to them. 

There was one matter on which he 
hoped the Committee would have fuller 
information. On February 25rd the right 
hon. Gentleman said— 

“It has been suggested that the Volunteer 
force is by itself an immense contribution to the 
Army in the field. That is a delusion. [ am 
not blaming the Volunteers, who have other 
calls and duties to meet.”’ 

Then the right hon. Gentleman went on 
to give certain particulars in connection 
with the South African War. Ona recent 
occasion he quoted the Report of the 
Inspector-General of Recruiting for the 
year 1900 as his authority for what he 
had said with regard to the Volunteers. 
The following extract was also from that 
Report— 

““In consequence of the duration of the 
war in South Africa, and the additional forces 
sent to that country, a considerable number 
of special corps or units were formed during 
the year, either to take the place of troops 
sent to the Cape or to themselves proceed 
on service abroad. 


‘The special measures were as follows :— 
‘**]. A large number of Imperial Yeomanry 

were enlisted. 

“2. The City of London Unperial Volunteer 
Regiment was raised. 

. Service companies of Volunteers for 
each regiment in South Africa from 
their affiliated Volunteer battalions 
at home were sanctioned. 

. Volunteer waiting companies were 
formed, the men of which were at once 
passed to the Reserve until their ser- 
vices were required. 

‘5, Volunteer Medical Staff Corps were 

formed for service in South Africa 

as well as for home service. 
Royal Engineers and Electrical 

Engineer Volunteer Companies were 

formed for service in South Africa.” 


16 

















361 Army 


Surely that was a very material and 
effective contribution from the Volunteer 
force for service in the field, and hardly 
merited the aspersion which was cast 
upon it by the Secretary of State. 
Then yesterday the right hon. Gentleman 
repeated an allegation which caused 
very considerable pain to a large body 
of men when he stated that of the 
Volunteers who came forward for service 
in South Africa no less than 33 per cent. 
were inefficient for military service. 
This was what the Inspector-General of 
Recruiting said— 

* The strength of the detachments furnished 
hy the Volunteer units varied according to 
the number of the Volunteer units affiliated 
to the Territorial Line Regiments. ‘The total 
raised was 11,648, of which over $,Q00  pro- 
ceeded to South Africa by the middle of May ; 
the remainder were sent out later as drafts, 
or belonged to the waiting companics, being 
passed temporarily to the Reserve until their 
services were required. 

“The number who volunteered for the In- 
fantry Velunteer Service Companies amounted 
to 20,929. Of these, there were rejected— 

“a. For want of physique or on medical 
grounds, 2,528. 
“hb, As not complying with the resulations 
as to efficiency, 3,333. 
Leaving fit for active service of those who 
volunteered, 14,068.” 

The regulations with regard to. efli- 
ciency were of a very serious character. 
The men required to have two years ser- 
vice, to be single men, and to be marks- 
men. He was unwilling to institute com- 
parisons between one branch and another, 
hut he must remind the Secretary of State 
for War that his predecessor stated in 
189 that no less than 30 per cent. of 
the men who had enlisted in the Regular 
Army were found on medical examination 
to be ineffective in the field. It was 
really unfair for the Secretary of State to 
take a portion of the Reports of officers 
in high command and responsible posi- 
tions, and quote them to the House as 
conveying an adverse opinion of the 
military authorities in regard to the 
Volunteer force. 

e 

*\Mrn. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I quoted 

the opinions of officers of the Volunteers 


themselves. 


Stir HOWARD VINCENT said he was 
coming to these officers presently, but 
he should like to read to the Committee 
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one final extract from the Report of the 
Inspector-General of Recruiting— 

“A consideration of these figures, and the 
early dates on which the Yeomanry and City 
of London Imperial Volunteer Regiment were 
able to embark, is a striking testimony to the 
untiring zeal and public spirit displayed by the 
members of the Imperial Yeomanry and 
Mansion House Committees and the members 
of the Auxiliary Forces.” 

The Secretary of State never took the 
trouble to turn over the page and quote 
the opinion of the Inspector-General on 
this matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
referred yesterday to the opinion of 
Colonel Mathias, a very distinguished 
officer, now commanding the 75th Regi- 
mental District at Aberdeen. He also 
quoted Major-General MacKinnon, an 
officer who had the complete confidence 
of the entire Militia, Volunteer, and Yeo- 
manry forces. He himself had had no 
communication with Major-General Mac- 
Kinnon, but he had every reason to be- 
lieve that the state of uncertainty which 
existed greatly hampered the work of his 
Department. Major-General MacKinnon, 
in the opinion which was quoted, was 
careful not to say that the opinion wes 
formed after he had seen the City ln- 
perial recruits. The opinion he aiter- 
wards formed—— 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER — rose to 
speak, but 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT, declining 
to vive way, sald his right hon. friend was 
very kind in interrupting. He was 
anxious not to be unfair to him in any 
way. They all knew his zeal, and they 
read with delight the speech he made at 
Liverpool when he said he was a most 
sympathetic person towards the Volun- 
teer force. He only wished the right 
hon. Gentleman would give the House 
greater evidence of the continuance 
of that feeling if it was still unchanged. 
He should have liked to hear the right 
hon. Gentleman quote the opinion of 
General Douglas, the present Adjutant- 
General, and a member of the Army 
Council. He would be astonished if 
General Douglas, the Adjutant of the 
Scottish Volunteers, came forward and 
said 40 per cent. of that force was in- 
efficient in physique. He was an officer 
connected with the Volunteer force. He 
agreed that they had heard exceedingly 
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little of the opinion of the Army Council 
and a great deal of the opinion of the 
Secretary of State for War, but he thought 
it would be more effective if his right hon. 
friend quoted the opinions of experienced 
military members of his own Council. 
No doubt some men, at the time of their 
enlistment, were wanting in physique, but 
everyone connected with any military 
hody would admit that a very consider- 
able improvement took place in a few 
months in the physique and development 
of those men. It was untrue to say that 
Volunteer officers took anybody, good, 
bad, or indifferent. That was done with 
regard to the second and third contingent 
of Imperial Yeomanry sent to South 
Africa, but it was not done in any pro- 
perly conducted Volunteer corps. He was 
astonished that this inefficiency, if it ex- 
isted. had only been so recently discovered. 
The Commission appointed by the right 
hon. Gentleman’s predecessor to inquire 
into the Militia and Volunteer forces, a 
Commission presided over by the Duke 
ot Norfolk, took quite a different view. 
That Commission examined a consider- 
able number of witnesses and expressed 
their opinion that the Volunteer forces 
had had a great effect in educating the 
people of Great Britain to look on the 
Army as a national institution, whilst 
it had broadened the minds of the Regular 
soldiers, and they deprecated any change 
which would modify the spirit which 
their status authorised, or any funda- 
mental change in their position. He 
could not understand why the Secretary 
of State for War, who had only been at 
the War Office some twelve or sixteen 
months, should insist in reducing the 
number of men in the Volunteers when 
men were offering to serve from all parts 
of the country. 


As the Prime Minister was in 
the House he would venture to make 
an urgent appeal to him to take 


some notice of the very strong feeling 
prevailing in this country with regard 
to the reduction of the numbers in the 
Volunteer forces. He asked his right 
hon. friend to look at the Report of 
General Miles and note his view of the 
question, which was that to curtail their 
numbers and make them into indifferent 
soldiers was the worst of all policies. 
The right hon. Gentleman was the Pre- 
sident of the Committee of Defence. 
Sir Howard Vincent. 
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That Committee had arrived at the 
opinion that an invasion of this country 
was very unlikely and that we could 
depend upon the Navy for our safety. 
That was the opinion of the English 
people 100 years ago, but when they saw 
a great invasion being prepared in France 
a great panic sprang up and 300,000 
Volunteers were enrolled. That scare 
died out and the Volunteers were 
neglected until 1859, when another scare 
took place and Volunteers were again 
enrolled. The United States of America 
had taken advantage of the lessons of 
the South African War; they were 
3,000 miles from the nearest European 
Siate and yet they had taken steps to 
render invasion of their country im- 
possible. Was this country doing the 
sume ? We were only twenty-one miles 
away from the nearest Continental State, 
and that we should be dependent on 
these theories—for they were nothing 
more—was, he thought, absurd. The 
South African expedition was to be 
a military promenade, in the course of 
which we were to walk up and take 
Pretoria, and it was thought that 5,000 
men would be an unusual number to 
send out for such a purpose. We sent out 
altogether 400,000 and spent £250,000,000, 
He urged his right hon. friend not to 
do away with the Volunteer fore» but 
to put an end to this extraordinary 
uncertainty as to its future. The grow- 
ing want of officers was a thing that the 
right hon. Gentleman had admitted he 
was responsible for. A farthing on the 
income-tax would give the Volunteer 
force all that was suggested by the Duke 
of Norfolk’s Commission, the Report of 
which had been in the hands of the right 
hon. Gentleman for nine months. The 
right hon, Gentleman approved of that 
Report, but not a single thing had been 
done to give effect to its recommenda- 
tions. He appealed to the Government 
to stop this bickering at the Volunteer 
force which rendered such good service 
in the late war and which was so anxious 
to work with the right hon. Gentleman, 
but which could not stand the sneers of 
the right hon. Gentleman. He assured 
the Prime Minister that the country was 
attached to the Volunteer force. There 
was an almost unanimous feeling on 
both sides of the House that the recom- 
mendations of that Norfolk Commission 
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should be given effect to and that the 
Volunteer force should be kept up. They | 
did not desire to do anything at the ex- 
pense of the Militia and Regulars. All 
they wanted was fair play for the 
Volunteers. 


*Sin J. DICKSON POYNDER said | 
the Volunteer force was so inextricably 
mixed up with the whole of our 
military system that it could not’ 
be detached and had _ therefore 
better be discussed with the general | 
question. The Estimates of £530,000,000, 
he thought, were susceptible of a large 
reduction. He did not propose to say 
or enter into anything in the nature 
of a political attack because he believed, 
and most Members of the House 
believed also, that the problem of 
the military defence of the Empire was 
far too important, and its practical 
solution far too urgent to allow it to be 
made a battleground of Party politics. 
He, however, felt quite justified in exam- 
ining the scheme and criticising what had 
taken place in the past, what was taking 
place now, and what the Committee was 
given to understand would take place in 
the future. The policy now put forward 
for Imperial defence was radically differ- 
ent to that laid down two years ago. It 
was then laid down by the Secretary of 
State that a large Army was necessary 
for this country, partly for offensive 
purposes abroad and partly for defen- 
sive purposes at home. Now, there was 
a complete reversal of that scheme. It 
was now laid down that the Regular 
Army should be, in the main, a foreign- 
service force, for garrisoning our de- 
pendencies and foreign possessions ; and 
that as regarded our home defence the 
Navy was deemed sufficient to protect 
us from inyasion. With great respect, 
he ventured to say that both those 
principles erred on the side of the extreme. 
Formerly, too much stress was placed 
on military organisation ; latterly, too 
much stress had been laid on naval organi- 
sation for home defence. It seemed to 
him that there should be some inter- 
mediate course between the two. There 
was too much risk involved in the extreme 
blue-water theory. He recognised that 
our naval establishments should be main- 
tained at the highest possible efficiency 
—equal to the two-Power standard ; 
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and that every one in the House would 
approve of the opinion of the Committee 
of Defence that the naval and military 
services should be in closer association 
than they had ever been before. But 


| the scientific principles laid down by the 
|Secretary of War seemed to fail to 


realise the difference between the dangers 
attached to the invasion of this country 
To realise the Secre- 
tary of State’s contemplated catastrophe 
of capitulation, he anticipated a success- 
ful blockade of all our ports by a foreign 
navy; this was a highly improbable 
contingency. 


In the military defence of the Empire 
the main principles ought to be, first 
of all, a highly-organised Regular Army 
to garrison our foreign dependencies and 
possessions ; second, a highly-organised 
Army, known as a striking force, ready 
at @ moment’s notice to proceed to any 
part of the world with its transport ; and 
third, an unlimited mass of men in this 
country trained to arms for home defence 
and also to act as the first real Reserve 
in the event of our being committed to a 
great war abroad. How were these ideals 
to be carried out under our complex volun- 
tary system? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for War bad instituted a 
system of nine years service for the 
foreign garrisons; and a home short- 
service system. The results were so far 
satisfactory that a large number of re- 
cruits had been obtained of a very much 
better standard than in days gone by. 
The whole difficulty, however, was that 
the nine years service automatically de- 
creased the number of Reserves. The 
right hon. Gentleman suggested that after 
nine years service the men should fall into 
a three years Reserve ; but he, himself, 
thought that that Reserve period of 
service might be profitably extended to 
six or eight years. He confessed that he 
did not understand the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s home-service 
Army. Last year it was understood that 
the home-service Army was to be practi- 
cally substituted for the Militia. This 
year they were led to believe that this 
force was to be blended with the Militia ; 
but he ventured to think tnat whichever 
method was adopted the important object 
of a large Reserve could not be realised. 
It seemed to him that to attempt to have 
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a foreign-service and a_home-service 
Army would, under the peculiar com- 
mercial conditions of this country, spoil 
the recruiting for both. 
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The Secretary for War believed that a 
sinall number of well-paid, highly-trained 
men was better than a large number of 
incompletely-trained men; but, in his 
opinion, we should have, in this country 
a Jarge number of men, however tn- 
completely trained, ready to be called 
upon for service in the event of a great 
war. The right hon. Gentleman said that 
there was an alarming proportion of the 
Militia and Volunteers who were not 
serviceable for war and, therefore, were 
a chronic and useless strain on the re- 
sources of the country. How was that 
position to be rectified 2? The proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman was to 
substantially reduce the Militia and the 
Volunteers. But that proposal ran 
counter to having a large mass of trained 
men in the country. If a large propor- 
tion of these forces were inefficient, some- 
thing should be done to increase their 
efficiency, instead of recruiting men of 
poor physique. If the system of medical 
examination was insufficient it should be 
strengthened up. Even if, in the early 
days of such strengthening up, the num- 
bers of the forces were reduced, that 
would only be temporary ; but, for good- 
ness’ sake, do not let them reduce the 
numbers of these forces permanently. 
If necessary, much more money should 
ho spent on the Auxiliary Forces of the 
country so as to increase their standard 
of efficiency and make them, in time of 
emergency, susceptible at short notice 
to a much higher state of efficiency and 
thereby equal to any call that might 
be made upon them. In that way the 
country would have, at the shortest 
possible date, a large body of Reserves 
ready to take the field with the Regular 
Army. The Bill which was to be passed 
to render the Militia available for foreign 
service would be sufficient for that branch 
leaving England in time of war; but 
much further encouragement could be 
given to the Volunteers to make a large 
proportion of them efficient for times of 
emergency. The War Secretary talked 
of reducing the number of Volunteers, but 
not of raising the standard. He would 
suggest that instead of 200,000 they should 
have 500,000 Volunteers. They were the 
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cheapest item in the whole Army service. 
This curtailment of numbers was very 
unfortunate. They had already seen a 
reduction in the numbers of the Imperial 
Yeomanry, which was not only a useful, 
economical, and most admirable mounted 
force, but one that had done excellent 
service abroad. In spite of that the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to  re- 
duce it from 35,000 to 27,000. Not only 
would the aggregate number be stereo- 
typed and limited, but the regiments 
and squadrons would also be stereotyped 
and limited. That would have a most 
unfortunate effect upon a force which, 
in the limited period of three years, had 
proved to be an economical and useful 
branch of the service. 


At present both forces were short of 
competent officers. Those willing to 
serve could not devote sufficient time to 
ensure military competence. Suggestions 
had been made that these Auxiliary 
Forces should have Regulat officers to 
command them, but there were 
siderable objections to that plan. H 
they were to place Regular officers in 
charge of these units they would 
immediately check the ambition of junior 
officers, because they would _ realise 
that they could not become com- 
manding officers. They would further, 
by bringing in) a man unknown 
to the district, put a check on re- 
eruiting. If they wanted more com- 
petent officers in these battalions in 
order to raise the standard of efficiency, 
he would suggest that they should place 
one of the officers in the Regular Army 
as second in command, but with wide 
and extended powers. Such an officer 
could work in close co-operation with 
the senior and junior officers, and he was 
confident that such a scheme would add 
immensely to the use of those forces. 


con- 


A method of establishing reliable Re- 
serves must include a reduction in the 
Regular Army. In all there were 156 
battalions, of which something ap- 
proaching 100 were appropriated to 
garrisons abroad and our foreign posses- 
sions. So long as they insisted upon 
the Cardwell system being maintained 
they would have to maintain the re- 
maining battalions. It appeared to him 
that if they could co-ordinate their 
depots and arrange for a central depot 
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into which to draft men for the Regular | 


foreign Army and the striking force, 
and to have under that central depot 
a group of minor depots for Auxiliary 
training, they would probably pro- 
duce sufficient men for the foreign 
Army and the striking force, and at the 
same time substantially reduce the 
number of battalions. There would thus 
be given an opportunity for very con- 
siderable reductions, some of which 
would have to be ear-marked immediately 
for the higher price to be paid for the 
Auxiliary Forces of higher standards. By 
this method the foreign Army would be 
reduced to the smallest limits, and every 
man ought to be physically strong and 
ready for a time of emergency. The 
Leader of the Opposition struck a very 
important note on the previous night 
when he reminded them that men who 
entered the Army and served for nine 
vears had at the end of that time reached 
a period of their lives when it was ex- 
tremely important that they should be 
assured employment. It was one of 
the most important and urgent require- 
ments in the Army, especially with a 
nine years service, that every man on 
the expiration of his service should, 
presuming he was of good conduct, have 
employment assured to him. An analysis 
of the Poor Law returns of the different 
counties would show that a serious pro- 
portion of the recipients of relief were 
formerly in the Army. The return of 
1904, for Wiltshire, showed that 37,000 
vagrants were relieved, and that nearly 
5.000 of the number were old soldiers ; 
When it was remembered that many of 
the recipients of relief were professional 
vagrants, it would be realised that 5,000 
was a very large proportion of the re- 
mainder, The matter was so important 
that it would be worth while having a 
teturn prepared showing the number 
of vagrants relieved in each county and 
the number of old soldiers included 
therein, He thought if the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept the suggestion 
made from all corners of the House with 
regard to the Auxiliary Forces, he would 
have an Army able to meet all national 
and Imperial demands. 


*CotoneL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square) expressed his sympathy 
with the Secretary of State for War, who 
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not only had to meet criticisms from with- 
in and without the War Office but was 
also expected to give his attention to 
the gossip of regimental messes and 
military clubs as retailed to the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman, however, 
was not singular in that respect, but 
had illustrious predecessors in his office 
who had been treated in like manner. 
When an old soldier rose to address 
the Committee on the topic of the Army 
he was always told that he was pre- 
judiced against the Auxiliary Forces. 
On his own behalf he begged to deny 
that emphatically. He had the greatest 
sympathy with the Auxiliary Forces and 
he had no prejudice in favour of any 
particular branch of the service. He had 
served both in infantry and cavalry ; 
at home and abroad, in peace and in war. 
He had been adjutant of a school of 
instruction for officers of the Auxiliary 
Forces (Militia and Volunteers), had also 
been an adjutant of Yeomanry ; he had 
filled the post of instructor of musketry, 
and therefore he hoped he would not be 
accused of betraying feeling against any 
branch of the service if he said any- 
thing to which his hon. friends could 
not assent. 


With regard to the Army scheme it 
seemed to be generally admitted that the 
object for which a Regular Army was kept 
was not the defence of these islands but 
the defence of the Empire, and they had to 
bear in mind that whereas in Kurope our 
only land frontier was Gibraltar it was 
very different with regard to Asia, Africa, 
and America. The first thing to be 
decided was the number required for the 
Regular Army. He wished the question 
of Army policy could be withdrawn from 
Party politics, and he hoped that before 
the debate was concluded some general 
agreement would be arrived at with re- 
gard to the standard of the Army. 
That must be based in the first instance 
on the garrisons kept abroad. They had 
75,000 in India, and €1,000 in the Colonies 
and Egypt, making a total of 156,000, 
and the question arose as to the number 
of men that ought to be kept at home 
in order to augment those forces im the 
event of war breaking out. It did not 
seem to him, looking at it from that point 
of view, that they were asking for an ex- 
cessive force. In the case of war they 
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would want to double their garrisons, 
and would require a force equal to the 
present garrisons for reinforcements. 
The question was how to obtain those 
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additional men. They had tried the 
original long-service system and had 
found that there was no Reserve. Then 


they bad tried the short-service system 
and found that it gave them a Reserve 
but no first line. When in 1899 the War 
Secretary had to mobilise the Army it 
was not up to strength by 14,000 men. 
They would have to keep up an Army 
with a moderately long service for foreign 
purposes, but at the same time with a 
short service for the purpose of Reserve. 
Although our previous system was not 
perfect and did not give all the men that 
were required, it was perfectly sound 
in that men were enlisted for seven years 
with the colours and for five years in the 
Reserve. That did not apply to the 
whole Army at home, where the Secre- 
tary for War had the power to pass men 
into the Reserve at an earlier date. He 
could not help thinking that some ex- 
tension of that system would meet the 
requirements and would be preferable 
to having two terms of service. They 
also wanted a reserve of officers. At 
present the state of things was very 
unsatisfactory. The reserve was com- 
posed chiefly of officers who had retired 
from the Regular service on pensions or 
gratuities, and either voluntarily or 
compulsorily. Those men who retired 
voluntarily did so because they had had 
enough of soldiering, and the compulsory 
section retired because soldiering had had 
enough of them. That system was not 
satisfactory ; it did not supply a reserve 
of young officers. When the Reserve 
officers were called out in the late war, 
the majority of them were field officers or 
captains and there were no subalterns. 
There was the third class of officers who 
retired on account of age. When they 
were turned out of the service they had 
to pass another five or seven years in the 
Reserve, and surely if a man was unfit on 
account of age to serve in the Regular 
Army he ought not to be kept in the 
Reserve. 


He welcomed the proposition made 
in another place to make the Militia 
liable to be called upon tor foreign service, 
There was nothing unconstitutional in 
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| that provision,and he believed they would 
be quite ready to undertake that  re- 
sponsibility. There was no utility in 
keeping any force at home unless 
it was liable to be called upon for 
service in time of war. With regard 
to the training of the Militia he thought 
the present time allowed was not 
sufficient, and if the condition of going 
abroad in time of war was to be imposed 
the period must be increased. It would 
be too late when war broke out to train 
the force. As everyone would agree, 
peace time was, from a soldier’s point 
of view, the time in which to prepare for 
war. Very little had been said in regard 
to the Yeomanry. Their case was a 
very peculiar one, inasmuch as in 190] 
they were placed under the Militia Act. 
Were they to be made liable for foreign 


service in the same way as_ the 
Militia? The Yeomanry came _for- 


ward extremely well in the South African 


War. The Imperial Yeomanry were 
formed partly from the — existing 


Yeomanry, partly from the Volunteers, 


and partly from civilians. The first 
contingent had some training — before 


they went out, the second contingent 


had none, but in spite of that the 
latter contingent rendered good ser- 
vice in the war. They could not 


depend on the theatre of war, however, 
for the training of our soldiers. He did 
not wish to lay down any hard-and fast 
rule as to the amount of training a man 
should have. They knew the rule with 
regard to soldiers generally, but the 
Yeomanry were a superior class of mei. 
They could all 1ide before they entered 
the Yeomanry, and no doubt they 
required a shorter training than was 
necessary for ordinary recruits. But 
the idea of training could be carried too 
far, as was shown in the case of the 
rider of the winner in the French Grand 
Prix, who when drawn for one year’s com- 
pulsory service was put in an infantry 
regiment on the ground that he could 
not be taught to ride in less than three 
years. As to the Volunteers, he should 
like to see that force brought up to a 
very high standard of efficiency. He 
was told that any reduction in their 
numbers—and he believed a reduction 
must be effected if they were to be made 
more efficient—would lead to the loss of 
seats in this House. He thought that 
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could hardly be true, but if it was, it was 
a serious matter, because it meant that 
the Volunteer force was more a political 
than a military organisation. Whatever 
force we had, and whatever that force 
might be, it was necessary that it should 
be properly organised, properly trained, 
and liable to serve out of the country 
in time of necessity. 


*Lorp HENRY BENTINCK (Notting- 
ham, 8.) said that he appreciated the 
point of view of the Secretary of 
State for War in regard to the Volun- 
teers, for if it were true that there 
was a large percentage of the force 
not fit to go abroad on active service the 
right hon. Gentleman could not be blamed 
for reducing them in an attempt to get 
value for his money. However the 
Volunteers were regarded—whether as a 
means of home defence, or a possible 
Reserve to draw upon in time of hostilities 
abroad—it was impossible to regard the 
proposed reduction as otherwise than a 
means to obtain efficiency in the future. 
If the results of the proposal were only to 
have a stricter medical examination 
for recruits, the inevitable consequence 
would be that a larger number of Vol- 
unteers when they came forward in case 
of emergency for active service would be 
able to pass the doctor. Thus we should 
have a larger number of Volunteers fit 
for service than hitherto. He trusted, 
however, that the Secretary of State for 
War would not drive the matter of 
reduction too hard, but would content 
himself with stricter medical examination. 
The Volunteers were a cheap force, and 
the House of Commons would be only too 
glad to vote an increased sum for them. 
Personally, he would be glad it the right 
hon. Gentleman would give an assurance 
that something was to be granted in 
compensation for what he was taking 
away, and especially that he would pay 
regard to the recommendations of the 
Duke of Norfolk’s Commission that it 
ought to be a cardinal doctrine that no 
Volunteer should be put to any expense 
with regard to his service. 





As to the proposal to merge the Militia 
into a home-service Army, the Secretary of 
State for War had been accused of wishing 
te destroy the only machinery which we 
had for raising a large body of troops 
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in case we were engaged in protracted 
hostilities. He believed that instead of 
destroying that machinery the proposals 
of the right hon. Gentleman would very 
largely increase its efficiency. In case 
of war on the North-West Indian frontier, 
for instance, we could at once send out 
a large number of home-service Reserves 
to reinforce the active service battalions, 
while at home we could expand battalions 
into brigades, and fill the brigades with 
the remaining Reservists and all the able- 
bodied Volunteers that came forward. 
That force could be officered by officers of 
the Regulars and the competent officers 
of Militia and Volunteers. Thus instead 
of sending out a great number of weak ill- 
trained units commanded by ill-instructed 
officers we should have a force which 
could be easily knocked into shape and 
sent out homogeneous and effective, 
commanded by officers who knew their 


business. He hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would press forward his 
proposals. 


*CoLoNEL BOWLES said that. per- 
sonally, he should have liked this Vote 
to be put down at a later period 
of the session so that it might have 
been preceded by the discussion of the 
Vote for the Committee of Defence. To 
discuss properly the question of the Army 
it was necessary to know to what pur- 
poses the Army was to be put, and that 
was a matter which came up more pro- 
minently in connection with the Com- 
mittee of Defence. Consequently, the 
present discussion would have been far 
more valuable had Members been in 
possession of the views of the Committee 
of Defence. He desired to speak with 
regard to the two branches of the service 
which with he had been connected— 
the Volunteers and the Militia. He could 
not help feeling that the new scheme for 
the Militia would be beneficial to the 
force, but he greatly regretted the re- 
marks of the Secretary of State with 
reference to the Volunteers. One of the 
main reasons why the best possible 
material was not obtained for the Volun- 
teers was that there existed, with regard 
to that force, the same uncertainty that 
prevailed throughout the whole of our 
military system, and until an end was 
put to that uncertainty there would 
always be a difficulty in the way of proper 
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recruiting. 
portant factor of all was the doubt as to 
the purpose for which the force was to be 
utilised. The Volunteers could be utilised 
either as complete units or as a feeding 
force for the battalions of the Line. If the 
latter was intended there was not so much 
necessity for the high training that would 
otherwise be essential. At present Volun- 
teer officers worked under great diffi- 
culties ; they were not given that scope 
to which they were entitled in the way of 
military schools or those conveniences to 
attend such schools which would be so 
great an advantage to men with a limited 
amount of time for military education. 
When these considerations were taken into 
account, he regarded it as a matter of 
surprise that the Volunteer force had 
succeeded as well as it had, in spite of the 
War Office and of the Secretaries of State 
for War. The whole question was one 
of such uncertainty that it was impossible 
to give a proper and logical vote without 
knowing the basis on which the Com- 
mittee of Defence desired the country 
to act. 


*Str_ = LEES KNOWLES © said he 
certainly could not vote for any 
reduction of expenditure upon the Army. 
Speaking as one interested in Volunteers 
he was sure that his hon. friends who had 
taken so much interest in the Volunteers 
would take their blow like men, and would 
do their best to live up to the expecta- 
tions of his right hon. friend and the War 
Office. Upon the 8th of August last he 
endeavoured to defend the fourteen Line 
battalions which his right hon, friend now 
proposed to disband. He hoped, how- 
ever, that he would reconsider that 
proposal, and decide not to disband them. 
Those battalions had worked hard and 
had acquitted themselves with great 
credit. They had attached themselves 
to the older battalions of the Line and 
had worked up a magnificent esprit de 
corps, and he thought it was very hard 
upon both officers and men that the War 
Office should think of disbanding them. 
It should be remembered that the officers 
had left other regiments in order to join 
those fourteen battalions, and if they 
were disbanded those officers would have 
to join other battalions, and there would 
be all the cost of their uniform and other 
expenses. He had suggested a solution 
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as an alternative to disbanding them, and 
it was that they should be reduced from 
1,000 to 500 men, then they would 
keep their staffs, and at a moment's 
notice, if necessary, would be able to 
increase the numbers and again raise 
those battalions to 1,000 men apiece if 
war broke out. It would be a great 
blow to the territorial system and esprit 
de corps i these battalions were disbanded. 


With regard to the Volunteers he 
did not think the Committee really 
appreciated that the Volunteers were 
volunteers. They could not say to 
them ‘ and “come” in the same 
way as they could say it to the men 
inthe Line. With regard to the proposed 
reduction he was afraid it would do a 
great dealofharm to the country,especially 
when they were now hearing a good deal 
about the necessity for physical training. 
Personally he would like to see every man 
serve a certain length of time in the Volun- 
eers, the Militia, or the Regulars in order 


ee 
go 


to get that physical training. HH they 
reduced the number of Volunteer: 


they would prevent a certain amount of 
that physical training. At present they 
had to submit to a medical examination, 
and if necessary that examination might 
be made more strict. Colonel F. Haworth, 
of the 3rd V.B., the Lancashire Fusiliers, 


had been quoted as having stated 
that if the Volunteers were examined 
by a doctor 25 per cent. of them 


would be rejected. He had written to 
the colonel upon this point, and he had 
been requested to say that what he meant 
was that the Volunteers would not reach 
the high standard of medical efficiency 
which was required by the men in the 
Line. When people were talking about 
Volunteers it was generally forgotten at 
what age men joined the Volunteers. 
In the above battalion with which 
he was connected as second in command 
the average age was nineteen vears and 
the average standard height five feet 
five inches. A boy could join the Volun- 
teers at seventeen and a- half years of 
age, and this was very different to 
what it was fifteen years ago, when the 
average age was twenty-three years 
and the average height five feet seven 
inches. The bulk of the Volunteers 
were now merely immature youths, but 
in time they would gradually become 
There were Volunteer battalions 
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and Volunteer battalions. His hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Sheffield 


spoke for the crack London corps, but | 
he was speaking for a corps composed | 
| eligible, and they were obliged to be 


principally of working men and artisans. 


They must not expect to get the same | 
standard all through the different corps. | 


The standard required of Volunteers 
for home defence was not the standard 
required for the Regulars, because the 
latter had to serve in India, and by the 
regulations the Line man was not 
sent on foreign service unless he had 


attained a certain mature age. Who fixed | 


these regulations and standards ? Not the 
Volunteers. They only enlisted their men 
according to the requirements of the 
War Office. Why, then, should they 


say that a large percentage were enlisted | 


who would not pass the examination 
necessary for the Line? Why should 
they ? They were not expected to serve 
abroad like the Line men, but they passed 
the examination that was necessary for 
their particular work. 


[tf was said that the Volunteers en- 
listed into the Militia in order to pass 
into the Line, and that they stayed in 
the Militia until they became fit for the 
Line. He desired to say from personal 
experience that that was not so, because 
he had examined the figures and he found 
that an equal number of Volunteers 
passed into the Line and an equal number 
into the Militia. It was not the case that 
they passed from the Militia into the Line, 
The men as a rule joined the Militia when 
out of employment, and he knew that 
every inducement was put forward to 
persuade them to join the Line rather 
than the Militia. One point which 
appeared to have been overlooked was 
that they had a very large percentage 
of old soldiers in the Volunteers. He 
thought it would astonish a good many 
hon. Members if they were to see the 
number Gf medals worn by the members 
ole Volunteer battalions. In his battalion 
they had a man who had won the V.C., 
and there were a large number of ex- 
cellent soldiers in the Volunteers who 
could not be described simply as ordinary 
Volunteers. With regard to active ser- 
vice companies, he conceived the idea of 
them himself, and he believed it had eman- 


ated from him because he had had a cor- | 


respondence on the subject with Lord 
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Wolseley in 1899. When it was being 
discussed as to how many volunteered 
for South Africa it ought to be remem- 
bered that only unmarried men were 


marksmen; and further than that, 
no officers were wanted except an oc- 
casional captain or subaltern. So far 
as he was concerned personally, he offered 
his services in any capacity, military 
or civil, without costing the State one 
penny. He was thanked for his patriotic 
offer, as it was described, by the War 
Office, but he was not examined medically 
although he thought he could have given 
points in athletics to a good many of 
his friends. People were very often 
mislead with regard to Volunteers. As 
to the statement that some of the 
Volunteers did not offer their services, 
and would not go out, until 5s. a day was 
offered them in pay, he wished to say a 
few words. His district sent three 
active service companies, and he knew 
that some of those men who offered 
their services when the pay was 5s. 
were men who were rejected when the 
pay was ls. per day, and they were after- 
wards accepted at 5s.a day. That was 
an absolute fact, and it was very hard 
that mud should be thrown at the Vol- 
unteers and the statement made that 
they only went out when 5s. a day was 
offered them. He would not object if 
they would only hear both sides of the 
question. 


He would like to say one or two words 
in regard to the reports upon these 
Volunteer active service companies, and 
he would read an extract from the history 
of the Lancashire Fusiliers, where it was 
stated— 

“On the departure of the active service com- 
panies a very appreciative order was published 
by Major-General Wynne, C.B,, commanding 
XI. (Laneashire) Brigade, at Blood River, 
October 12th, 1900:— 

“On the departure of the Volunteer companies 
for England, the general ofticer commanding 
desires to place on record his appreciation 
of the good services they have rendered 
while serving with the Regular battalions 
of their regiments (in South Africa. Their 
arrival in April last was a welcome addi- 
tion to the brigade, and the cheerful and 
efficient manner in which they have always 
performed their duties has proved them reli ible 
soldiers.” 


And, Lieut.-Colonel C. J. 
| D.8.0., commanding the 2nd Battalion 
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of the Lancashire Fusiliers, wrote, record- 
ing his appreciation of the excellent 
work done by the Volunteers and 
stated— 


“Officers, non - commissioned officers and 
men have shown a most soldierly spirit 
throughout, bearing privations and _ hardships 
with cheerfulness, and evineing on all occasions 
the greatest keenness and zeal. The com- 
manding officer is convinced that the close 
association on active service will cement more 
strongly than before the spirit of good fellow- 
ship and comradeship between all battalions of 
the Lancashire Fusiliers.” 
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He could give the House further illus- 
trations if they were necessary. He 
trusted that the War Office would grasp 
the situation. They all remembered 
the old fable of the lion being saved by 
the mouse. Now the fable in regard 
to the Volunteers seemed to be reversed. 
The Regular Army went out to South 
Africa, and were in difficulties, when 
the Militia, the Yeomanry, the Volun- 
teers, the Colonial troops, etc., went out to 
assist them, and at any rate they did 
a great deal to bring the war to an end. 
Now that the mouse had saved the lion 
the War Office desired to put its paw 
down and crush the mouse. He did not 
mind the Volunteers being screwed up 
as regarded efficiency. He asked the 
Committee to remember what some of 
the regiments had actually to keep up. 
They had to make payments with re- 
spect to headquarters, ranges, and camps 
and the constant attacks made on the 
Volunteers and the endless uncertainty 
which prevailed were extremely un- 
fortunate. If the root of the evil was the 
desire to introduce conscription let them 
know it, but, at all events, so far as the 
Volunteers were concerned, mend them or 
end them: but, let them know their fate. 


Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) 
said he wished to call the attention of the 
Secretary of State for War to the lack of 
provision for mounted riflemen. It was 
necessary to make further provision for 
meeting such a crisis as we went through 
five years ago, when we had to improvise 
an Army almost equal in numbers to a 
Continental Army—an Army of 500,000 
men. It could not be said that the same 
emergency would never occur again, for 
it was easy to conceive that such a con- 
tingency might be forthcoming in the 
future. It was very easy to improvise 





Sir Lees Knowles. 
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good men for the ranks from the superior 
material in the Volunteers in the case of a 
crisis. In modern warfare practically no 
drill was required. Drill could be learned 
by any intelligent man in a few days. 
Very high discipline was required, but that 
discipline was very much more readily 
implanted in the superior class in the 
Volunteers who came forward to assist 
their country in time of crisis. This re- 
mark applied to those who volunteered 
in the really dark days of the South 
African War. They very rapidly ac- 
quired the necessary discipline, and more 
especially those who found themselves 
serving with and under men whom they 
knew, and whom they had been accus- 
tomed to respect and support. But two 
things were necessary if we were properly 
to avail ourselves of the large supply of 
superior material the natioa possessed 
First of all there must be men to instruct 
it, and, therefore, we must have a 
large supply of officers, and, above all, a 
large supply of trained non-commissioned 
officers. 


He did not like to hear of the 
large reduction which was proposed in 
the Volunteer battalions, because the men 
who joined the Auxiliary Forces were those 
who came forward to serve the country 
in time of war. He would regret any 
reduction in the permanent staff attached 
to the Auxiliary Forces. He would re- 
joice to see an increase in the establish- 
ment of non-commissioned officers in the 
Regular Army, so that in time of crisis 
there might be a large number of thor- 
oughly trained men available for the 
training of those who came forward in 
time of crisis. The men who volunteered 
might be good representatives of the 
physique of the nation, but at the same 
time they might be men who had had 
absolutely no previous training whatever 
in rifle-shooting. He could not see any 
reason why all boys should not be taught 
at school such an amount of accuracy in 
rifle-shooting as would be useful to them 
in case of their services being afterwards 
required in war. Although boys at 
school could not be trained to anything 
like Bisley efficiency in shooting, they 
could be given some idea of how to handle 
a rifle which they would never forget all 
their lives. It was generally admitted 
that the experience of the Boer War 
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and the Russo-Japanese War proved the 


Army 


enormous importance of mobility. On 
the outbreak of war there would always 
be a very great demand for mounted rifles, 
and he wished to know whether sufficient 
provision was being made for giving the 
requisite supply. At present our cavalry 
were being trained very largely in the 
use of therifle. He thought they owed a 
great deal to Lord Roberts in that respect. 
Personally he believed that in modern 
war there would be a great demand for 
mounted riflemen. At present the 
n.ounted infantry were trained as com- 
pa iies attached to the infantry regiments. 
ite could not think that that would give 
a satisfactory result in time of war. The 
company of mounted infantry would 
probably be the pick of the regiment, 
and as every mounted man would be 
a-ked for in the field by the general in 
command, so as to form great corps of 
mounted rifles, the infantry regiments 
would be deprived of the services of their 
best men when they most wanted them, 
He believed that if occasion demanded a 
much larger number of Yeomanry than 
b-fore would volunteer for service abroad. 
He thought thit the Secretary for War 
should try the experiment of training one 
of the light infantry regiments in mounted 
rifle work either at Aldershot or Salisbury 
Plain. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) said 
that as he had served thirty-five years in 
a Militia regiment, of which he was now 
honorary colonel, he would not like to be 
silent in the discussion on this Vote. 
Last year the right hon. Gentleman the 
S-cretary for War had told the House 
tat the Militia could not be left in its 
present unsatisfactory condition, that 
prompt measures must be taken to level the 
force up to the standard of che Line, 
and that the period of training should 
be prolonged. Now, he asked the right 
hon. Gentleman, what he had done to 
carry out his own suggestions? All those 
who took an interest in the Militia would 
sympathise with him in his desire to s»p- 
press regiments which were inefficient in 
point of numbers of officers and men, and 
to amalgamate weak regiments belonging 
t»one county. The right hon. Gentleman 
said last year that two years training were 
insufficient to produce efficiency in the 
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Militia. Tne regiments in his econ- 
stituency were recruited from potters 
and miners, and any scheme which 
demanded two years for recruiting and 
training instead of two or three months 
would never be successful in obtaining 
the men who now joined the Militia. It 
would be just as difficult to get officers. 
The Militia had never recovered from 
the wastages occasioned by the South 
African War. Many men passed through 
the ranks into the Lins; many were 
killed or died, and many left their 
regiments because it was not possible 
for them to run the risk of having to go 
out for a two years period of service. 
He would suggest that in this matter 
the Militia should be kept on practically 
the sume lines as at present, but they 
should have longer recruiting training, 
and every three years at least there 
should be a longer annual period of 
training. Above all, there should be an 
end put to the present uncertainty with 
regard to the position of the Militia. If 
the War Secretary or the Army Council 
vould suggest a course by which the 
Militia could be utilised by being made 
co-ordinate with the other forces of the 
Army and the officers made acquainted 
with what they had to do, they would 
come forward in all parts of the country 
and fill the gaps at present existing in 
the Militia force. 


*Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock) said, that although he was unable 
to fully support the views alvanced with 
regard to the training of boys at school, 
though having much sympathy with the 
Clifton College Engineering School, still 
an experience of over forty years in 
connection with Volunteers in public 
schools, and the class corps and the 
Universities, told him that something 
special ought to be done with regard to 
the so-called class corps. They com- 
plained of a shortage of officers and were 
asked to find a trained Res>rve. He did 
not hesitate to say that a Reserve trained 
in elementary work of all arms of the 
service, and treated at drill not 
privates but in the re in rotation of 


as 


sergeants and officers capable of going 
forward in any time, ought to be watched 
with care; and such, he believed, was 
to be found in the University corps, or 
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could be raised there. They had ath- 
letic and intelligent young men there 
who would train on very quickly, but as 
it was desirable to have 


might urge its better application. These 
young men trained should soon fulfil 
almost any requirement of the Army 
in the field, and could be quickly made 
into efficient officers in anv Army. He 
had for some time the command of 


the Oxford University Corps and had > 
in | 
He had often | 


trained voung fellows as_ officers 
many different directions. 
a dozen men aiming at the Regular 


forces attached to the corps while keep- 
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competent | 
adjutants and trainers in order to make | 
the best of the good material found | 
in those corps, he could not support a | 
reduction in money grant, but thought he | 
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| most of these lines was of value in the 
| University work as well as in that for 
| Army service. Knowledge of the applied 
science attached made men fit and servic- 
able, handy men for the country eith»r 
at home or in the Colonies. If there 
was a possibility of doing something of 
this kind in the college training, these 
/men would never be set aside, unless to 
put on another plane for special atten- 
tion. It was clearly reasonable that 
special consideration should be given to 
the Universities as centres of education 
forming a trained reserve of officers 
available for the auxiliary corps general. , 
vet who would be capable of assisting in 
a special way when called upon to furnis) 
juniors for service with Regulars in thie 


| field. 


ing their University terms, and most of | 


the officers held the P.S.; this seemed | 
trained | 
If the War Secre- | 
tarv were to put before men of that | 


the nucleus of a school for 


reserve as officers. 


standard while at the University an op- 


portunity of dealing not alone with drill | 
but with the different sections of work | 


reyttired in the field, he would find that 


interest would be developed, and that | 


the men who voted drill alone a bore 
would give a great deal of care and 
attention to a wider scheme of work. 
This class of men ought to be considered 
in any scheme for a remodelled Volun- 
teer service. ‘the Universities, Inns of 
Court and class corps might work 
together on similur lines, and be a source 
whence all arms might draw half-finished 
material to work up to meet shortage 
of officers. He would especiaily note 
mounted infantry, cyclist, machine gun 


—service rifle and small bore—scouting, | 


signalling, tactics, bridging, 
earthworks. Education on 


mapping, 


half-scale 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield 
“eclesall) called attention to the equip 
ment of the West York Artillery, who 
were at the present moment armed with 
sixteen antiquated muzzle-loading gun:. 
He had put several Questions on this 
| subject to the War Secretary, but up to 
| the present no satisfactory reply had 
| been given, and it appeared that there 
| were no modern guns available for this 
| corps. He would request the right hon. 
| Gentleman to try and bring this question 
to aconclusion. A feeling of uncertainty 
‘was not fair and it impaired the 
| efficiency of the corps. They ought to 
|be properly equipped if they were 
| required, and if, on the other hand, they 
were not required they should Le 
| informed of the fact. 
| 


| 


Question put. 





| The Committee divided : Ayes, 191; 
Noes, 254. (Division List No. 101.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 


Blake, Edward 

3oland, John 

3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


Bright, Allan Heywood 
Mr. Morrell, 


Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
| Clancy, John Joseph 


| Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
| Cullinan, J. 
| Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
| Delany, William 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
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Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, A. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 


Ave-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
dalearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Jalfour, Rt Hn G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sie F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 


| 
| 
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Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M' Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John( Montrose 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Dunean, V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 


NOES. 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Jignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middlesex | 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir A. H. (Shropsh.) 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. A. (Glasgow | 


| Campbell, J.H.M. (Dublin Univ. | 
! Garson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
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| Reid, Sir R. ' 
| Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Kition) 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
fhreshie (Dumfries 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 


| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Rose, Charles Day 


Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, H. L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick PD.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R.( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donat 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, J. C. (Orkney) 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, A. W. (N. Dorset) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N. 
Woodhouse,SirJT.( Huddersf «a 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Major 
Seely and Mr. Charles Hob- 
house. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

| Chapman, Edward 

| Clive, Captain Perey A. 


Coates, Edward Feetham 


| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coddington, Sir William 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, C. C. (Antrim, S.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
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Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
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Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r) | 


Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fiannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
G dloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Girfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’k. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(Tr. Hamlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. (Wednesbury 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’nds) 
Greene, H. D. (Shreswbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A. (Stafford, W,) 
Hermon- Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
said he regretted it was necessary to 
move a reduction of £500 in the Vote in 
order to call attention to an injustice 
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Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H. L. W.( Mile find) 
Lawson, J. G. (Yorks. N.R.) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, F. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M:Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSir H E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W..J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 
Pemberton, John &. G. 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,SirHarryS., (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, C. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, Wm. Edw. T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir Ef. (Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, H.C.(North’mb. T’neside 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lanes.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M’ Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. F. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


and an indiscretion on the part of the 


War Office in regard to their treatment 


friend 


hon. 


of Highland regiments. 
he was taking he claimed that he was 
humbly following the steps of his right 


In the course 


the Secretary of State 
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for War who, when he sat on these 
benches, brought forward grievances 
under which he believed the different 
branches of the Army and Navy were 
suffering after having made his own 
personal investigation and after obtain- 
ing private information which led him to 
believe they were substantial. He wished 
to call attention to the Army Order of 
6th January, 1905, and the effect of its 
promulgation upon the morale of the 
Highland regiments. That Order dealt 
With the grouping of regimental depots 
under separate and new commands, and 
it was of the Scottish command that he 
wished to speak, and more particularly 
of the Highland and the Lowland groups. 
The Highland group had all the Highland 
regiments in it with the exception of 
ene, and that regiment was the second 
senior regiment of what he might call 
the Highland Brigade, a regiment whose 
iuilitary prowess was not surpassed in 
history, and which was the proud 
possessor of more battle honours than any 
other regiment in Europe. 
Highland Light Infantry which it was now 
proposed should be omitted from the High- 
land group, 
grievance the right hon. Gentleman said 
he did not understand. 


He would explain that grievance to the 
Committee. 
close investigation, he was prepared to 


state that the Highland Light Infantry | 


contained as many Highlanders, if not 
more, as any other regiment in the High- 
land Brigade. He wished emphatically 
to say that no Highlanders objected tu the 
Highland Light Infantry temporarily 
serving with the Lowland 
srouped with the (Guards or any 
other regiment whose 
history were foreign to that of the 
Highland Light Infantry, and they asked 
that this regiment should be grouped in 
its proper place in the Highland Brigade. 
Therefore they asked for the cancellation 
of this Orders so far as it affected Scot- 
land; it had given great offence through- 
out the length and breadth of Scotland. 


They’also desired to have an official assur- | 


ance that irom now oawards the High- 


land Light Infantry should be classed as | 


a regiment in the Highland Brigade, and 


that there should in future be no question | 


as to to whether it was a Highland or a 
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It was the | 


It was this regiment whose | 


In the first place, after a) 


traditions and | 
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| Lowland regiment. Nobody knew better 
| than the Secretary of State for War the 
_ value to recruiting and to general effici- 
‘ency of preserving in a regiment the 
historical and territorial distinetions of 
that regiment. He remembered that in 
Liverpool last vear the right hon. 
Gentleman set himself up as the grear 
evangelist of territorial traditions, an‘ 
he declared that he would do all he could 
to maintain and preserve them. If his 
right hon. friend thought he knew the 
value of such traditions and memories for 
English and Irish regiments, then he 
could tell him what he kaew, and what 
manv hon. Members knew, namely, that 
the Scottish people, and the Highlanders 
especially, revered their martial memories 
with a fervour and intensity which per- 
haps was not known on this side of the 
border. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that this was some new- 
fangled fable, but he could assure him 
that it was a grievance of long standing. 
These grievances dated back to 1881 
when Mr. Childers removed the Highland 
Light Infantry depots from Fort George 
'to Hamilton. But Mr. Childers ac- 
companied that removal with an assur- 
ance that there would be no difference 
made in the Highland status of the 
Highland Light Infantry. That assurance 
was more grateful to the ears of High- 
landers than the totally erroneous stat2- 
ment of the Secretary of State that the 
Highland Light Infantry were in all 
essentials a Lowland regiment. 


I never 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 


said so. 


regiments ; | 
they would equally object ii they were | 


Mr. MALCOLM said the right hon. 
Gentleman stated that the Highland 
Light Infantry were recruited mainly 
| from the Lowlanders, and that statement 
was totally inaccurate. At that time 
there was a considerable outcry 
against the removal of the Highland 
Light Infantry, and it had continued 
ever since, If the Secretary of State for 
| War took the same trouble now to dis- 
| cover what the feelings of these regiments 
/were as he took when he sat on thes: 
/benches, he would find beyond all 
possibility of contradiction or doubt that 
'a very considerable feeling existed in 
| Scotland upon this point. But, it might 
be asked, Why was it, in face of all this 
P 








391 Army 


discontent, that recruiting had not fallen 
off? The reason was that since the year 
1881 there had been a great influx into 
Glasgow of West Highlanders in conse- 
quence of the increasing poverty and 
agricultural depression, and now about 
three-fifths of the Glasgow population 
was Highland. Not only the Highland 
Light Infantry but other Highland regi- 
ments drew more recruits from Glasgow 
than from any Highland area. Therefore 
it was no argument to say that this regi- 
ment alone was now mainly recruited 
from the Lowlands. The second occasion 
upon which the Highland Light Infantry 
considered themselves aggrieved was 
during the South African War, when the 
Highland Light Infantry were removed 
from the Highland Brigade in order to 
make room for the 2nd. Battalion of 
Gordon Highlanders at the instance of 
General Sir Hector Macdonald. This was 
considered to be an insult to the High- 
land Light Infantry. That insult might 
have been voluntary or involuntary, 
and he believed it was involuntary. 
Nevertheless there was a real feel- 
ing about it and the wound rankled 
still, and this new Army Order made it 
sting all the more. Therefore Scotsmen 
found themselves complaining against this 
unnecessary laceration by the War Office 
of Scottish feeling. They noticed with 
alarm these periodical onslaughts of the 
War Office upon the Highland Light 
Infantry, and the public were beginning 
to imagine that the Highland Light 
Infantry was not a Highland regi- 
ment at all. The other day the Lord 
Provost of Edinburgh asked _ that 
a Highland regiment and not a 


Highland Light Infantry regiment 
should be quartered at Edinburgh. 


That was an illustration of the public 
idea at the present time, owing mainly 
to the action of the War Office. And, 
having stated that he believed the 
Highland Light Infantry to be composed 
mainly of Lowlanders, the right hon. 
Gentleman did have the courage of his 
opinion, and he grouped the Highland 
Light Infantry with Lowland regiments, 
making it part of the permanent arrange- 
ment under the scheme of July Mth of 
last year. The other day the right hen. 
Gentleman told them that the regimental 
depots were to go, so that the Highland 
Light Infantry would be under one roof 


Mr. Malecolin. 
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with Lowland regiments. It was firmly 
believed that, those two groups having 
been made in the North and South, the 
officer commanding each group would be 
responsible for, and have control of, the 
promotion of officers and men up to and 
including the rank of captamm. It was 
also firmly believed that he would make 
the officers and men of each grou; 
interchangeable. That would only be 
adding insult to injury. The officers and 
men of the Highland Light Infantry 
had nothing but pride in serving 
with Lowland regiments, but they woul: 
very much object to being interchanged 
with the Lowland regiments. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would pay 
attention to the protest he now made on 
behalf of a great number of Highlanders, 
a great number of Celtic societies, and 
old members of the Highland Light !n- 
fantry. It was a protest which was 
widely supported. He earnestly hoped 
the Secretary of State would be able to 
give them the assurance they asked, that 
the Highland Light Infantry should re- 
main part of the Highland Brigade, and 
also that he would find it possible t 
adm/‘nister the regiment from Perth, and 
not from Hamilton in the Lowland group. 
He had been assured by officers in high 
position, who had lately been removed 
from the War Office, that no aid- 
ministrative difficulty would arise. 
The Prime Minister and the Secretary of 
State both knew how nearly unanimous 
Scottish feeling was on this poi.t. They 
knew what a wealth of material had been 
supplied to the Empire by Scotsmen ever 
since the Union. They were keen Inm- 
perialists, he was sure they would 


‘allow that only a lukewarm Scotsman 


could possibly submit to this grouping ot 
the Highland Light Infantry, and they 
would agree that a bad Scotsman could 
never make a good Imperialist. He hoped 
the Secretary of State in his reply would 
not belittle this question and say it was 
a matter of mere sentiment. After all, 
sentiment ruled the world, Patriotism 
was sentiment, reverence was sentiment, 
and esprit de corps was sentiment. It 
was for sentiment that we celebratcd 
Trafalgar, Balaclava, and Ladysmit!. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman s 
answer would do something to assuage 
the feelings he had wounded. He begged 


| to move. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,100,500, 
he granted for the said service.” —(Mr. 
Malcolm.) 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER assured his 
hon. friend that he was as sensible as 
he of the importance attaching to all 
selitiment connected with the Army and 
more especially to that of Scotsmen. 
If there had been any fault in this matter 
it had not originated with himself. 
He did not suppose that his hon. friend 
seriously imputed to the War Office, since 
I881, a desire to put a slight on the High- 
land Light Infantry, which was one of 
the most distinguished regiments in the 
Army, and had, he believed, more names 
on its colours than any other regiment. 
Such an idex would not enter the mind 
of any sane man, let alone anyone con- 
nected with the War Office, which con- 
tained many Scottish soldiers. Since he 
had been at the War Office he had suc- 
ceeded, in many cases, in doing justice 
to regimental feeling. The hon. Member 
really under a misapprehension. 
There had been no change at all; the 
Highland Light Infantry depot was 
placed at Hamilton in 1881, but for war 
purp ses they were not dissociated from 
anv Highland regiment. Thev were, 
ani must be, intrinsically a Highland 
regiment. The Report of the Esher Com- 
mittee recommended that for administra- 
tive purposes certain districts should be 
assigned. Those districts, for the neces- 
sarv buying of forage and stores, must be 
geograpbically adjacent or self-contained. 
It was necessary to divide Scotland into 
these administrative districts. As a 
matter of fact Hamilton was in the 
Lowlands and the Highland Light In- 
fantry had been put into that district 
for administrative purposes. Ifhe could, 
he would gladly suggest anv other 
nomenclature that might be more agree- 
able to Scottish feeling, but they could 
not get over the fact that Hamilton was 
in the Lowlands. 


was 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report sit 


Progress ; to 
again To-morrow. 
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EVENING SITTING. 
INDIRECT TAXES ON FOOD. 
Str JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 


Accrington) said his first word in regard 
to the Resolution he now had the honour 
to move would be one of regret that in 
this year of grace 1905, there should be 
need for a Resolution of this character, 
but the -political needs of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham, and not the political needs of 
the nation, were the real cause. They 
were the danger signal to cheap food in 
this country. The right hon. Gentleman 
had had the onus cast upon him of en- 
devouring to show that his _ political 
needs and those of the nation were the 
same, In this he had failed, for no man 
with any sense of proportion could 
give equal value and importance to the 
respective needs. In making his fiscal 
proposals the Member for West Birming- 
ham had set before himself a difficult 


task. He had to face great difficulties 
of fact and experience. To propose 


an increase in the price of food at 
the present time in the United King- 
dom, after sixty years of comparative 
cheapness and plenty, was to revive the 
sad and dismal memories of what were 
called the “ hungry forties.” To propose 
such an increase at the present time 
was to set some, who still lived and 
recollected those evil days, others who 
lived in the traditions of their fathers and 
grandfathers, and others again who read 
history and thought intelligently, asking 
what could be the urgent need of this 
reactionary and retrogressive proposal. 
It was difficult to conceive any great 
national emergency, however acute, which 
could justify such a policy. This was 
the most important branch of the fiscal 
question. Neither retaliation, negotiation, 
conference, or preference, were it possible 
to separate any of those items from the 
tangled proposals of the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham, would go so 
straight at the vital interest of the people 
as the proposal to tax their food. This 
was a working man’s and working 
woman’s question. A question for those 
whose labour was their only capital, who 
had to live from hand to mouth on 
weekly wages, and who were driven by the 
commonest prudence to reckon how 
P 2 
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every penny was to be spent. It was a 
deadly blow to those whose food was the 
raw material of their labour. 

His proposition alleged that taxa- 
tion of food was especially burden- 
some on the poor. Who were the 
poor whom he sought to protect from 
the policy of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham ? Accord- 
ing to the excellent book written by Mr. 
Booth in 1889, nearly one-third of the 
population of London were living on a 
weekly income of 21s.—the average size 
of the family kept upon that sum being 
the man, his wife, and two children, 
while Mr. Rowntree told them that there 
were In York 7,000 persons, out of a 
total population of 46,000, who lived 
on less than 21s. a week for a man, his 
wife, and three children. In England 
and Wales, according to the recently 
published Board of Trade Report, the 
average wage of the agricultural 
labourer was only 17s. 5d., out of which 
the amount spent for food alone was 
15s. 6d., what room was there here for 
dearer food and where was the justifica- 
tion for the sacrifice such people were to 
face if the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham were accepted? He agreed 
with what Lord Goschen had said, that 
this was a “gamble” in the people’s 
food anda risk which the House of 
Commons would not permit the people 
to take. But they were, nevertheless, 
face to face with this proposal, and his 
Resolution, which he hoped by midnight 
would be a registered record of this House, 
was a Resolution that under the hand and 
guidance of the Prime Minister ought to 
have been submitted to the House of 
Commons within forty-eight hours of the 
first declaration of the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham that he meant 
to tax the food of the people. 

The right hon. Member for West Bir- 
mingham had varied the text of his 
discourse from time to time. Great in- 
ducements had at first been held out 
to the workers to accept bis policy in 
the promises he made to them of old-age 
pensions and increased wages. These 
have faded away under discussion, 
The inducement now was a “united 
Empire,” but though that might be a 
grand ideal, its grandeur would not be 
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enhanced or increased if it came to be 
contemplated by a hungry and underfed 
people, who, under such circumstances, 
might regard Imperial unity as a very 
doubtful asset. It appeared to him 
that if the right hon. Gentleman desired 
to rouse in the people of this country 
a spirit of patriotism he was going the 
wrong way about it, the working man 
was beginning to ask, * Is it quite certain 
that if my food is taxed this great Empire 
will be consolidated.” If a united 
Empire is to be brought about by 
this home suffering of our very poor, 
it is quite certain that it will soon be 
regarded as a luxury only of the rich 
by those upon whose sacrifice it is 
built up. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham 
made a great many proposals, but that 
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which might be called the  con- 
sidered proposal was the one he 
made at Glasgow, when he proposed to 
put a 2s. duty on foreign corn, a corres- 


ponding duty on flour, a small tax of 
5 per cent. on foreign meat and dairy 
produce, and to give a substantial pre- 
ference to the Colonies in respect of 
wines and perhaps Colonial fruits. This 
was to cost the labourer 4d. a week more, 
and the artisan 5d. a week more, but he 
proposed to give back what he took 
from them in that wav by a_ re- 
mission of duties on tea, sugar, coffee, 
and cocoa. Even if they accepted— 
which they did not—the figures of 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham, the labourer and 
the artisan would be no better off than 
before this so called ‘“‘scientitic read- 
justment”” of taxation—which he pre- 
ferred to call a jerrv-mandering operation 


“cc 


—began. The right hon. Gentleman 
proposed to remit taxation on. tea, 
cocoa, and coffee, but those 


sugar, 
taxes were not the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s to play with. They were already 
mortgaged to the people—they belonged 
to the people, they were the property 
of the people long kefore the right 
hon. Gentleman’s scheme was pro- 
pounded. They were war 
posed for the purposes of the late 
war by two successive Chancellors of 
the Exchequer, and when the war w:s 
over, the people had as much right to 
i have those taxes returned to them as 


taxes im- 
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the income-tax paver had to have that 
tax reduced. The key to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s proposal was the 
power to remit these taxes, and so 
compensate the workers for the taxes 
he proposed to put upon their corn, 
meat, and dairy produce. If the people 
of this country had a rignt to have that 
tax returned, it was not by the con- 
descension of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but by their own right. If the power 
to remit this taxation was taken away, 
then the scheme of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham collapsed 
like a house of cards. The people were 
not only entitled to have their cheap 
tea, sugar, cocoa, and coffee, but cheap 
corn, meat, butter and cheese as well. 
That was their right, and it was the 
business of this House to protect it. 


The Prime Minister when speaking | 


upon the Motion of the hon. Member for 
Argvleshire offered an excuse for having 
moved the previous Question on the 


Motion of the hon. Member for Oldham. | 


He said— 


‘IT set the Government Whips in motion: I | 
thought, and still think, this House ought not to | 
set the example of passing a Resolution which | 


would prevent the Colonial Conference from 


being free. 


But if the Motion of the previous Ques- | 
tion were justified, then it was more so | 
now bv the refusal of the House to-day | 


to accept the taxation of food which the 
Prime Minister and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
agreed lav at the root of colonial prefer- 
ence. Where was the Prime Minister 
now to defend the freedom of this Colonial 
Conference, for this Resolution thus de- 
liberately made against that freedom, 
so far the taxation of food was 
concerned ? The whole of the Unionist 
Party seemed to have taken as a new 
motto that “one pair of heels is worth 
two pairs of hands.” If anything was 
to be done for colonial preference in 
conference, it must be based upon con- 
cessions by both parties to the agree- 


as 


ment. The mother country was to be 
called upon to negotiate with the 
Colonies in an attempt to arrive at 


an agreement in regard to Colonial 
preference, but she was to go into that 
conference with the condition precedent 
that she was to concede something which 
she could neither tolerate nor bear, and 
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that was the taxation of food. On the 
other hand, the Colonies were asked to 
| go into the negotiations, well knowing 
that they had also a condition precedent 
| which could not be conceded. They had 
| their young and growing industries, and 
‘they must keep out the competition of 
| foreign countries by import duties unless 
| they wished these industries to be swept 
|out of existence. Therefore, they had 
| two parties to negotiate under conditions 
| which were impossible. Then what was 
‘the good of this conference? Both 
| parties were called upon to enter into 
‘it with their hands tied. What was the 
| good of entering into a fruitless con- 
| ference which could bring only irritation, 
‘jealousy and disappointment. Now 
| where were the independent members 
| of the Unionist Party to-day? This is 
}a question of the taxation of the food 
|of the people. Surely there ought to be 
| sufficient independence among the sup- 
| porters of the Government to induce 
| them to vote against the taxation of the 


‘food of the people. The people in this 
|country regarded this question as of 
vital interest, and they would certainly 
say that “he who not with us 
| against us” in this vote. 


is is 


Where was the policy of the Memb>r 
for West Birmingham to lead to? The 
moment they allowed protective duties 
to begin, there was no telling where 
they would end. The working man of 
this country had found the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham out. The working man thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
been trying to fill his mouth with empty 
spoons—he was tired of the might hon. 
Gentleman trying to tickle his throat with 
a feather, and making a fool of his 
stomach—he saw that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s windmill had dwindled 
down to a nutcracker, that his speeches 
were those of a man who was desperate, 
his actions —the actions of one who 
was seeking to avoid the evil spirit of 
protection which he himself had raised. 
The opponents of free trade talked 
with disparagement of the antiquated 
shibboleths of free trade, which brought 
in their train peace, happiness, and 
contentment. But they forgot that 
there was a policy even older than 
free trade, and that was protection. 


| 
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Protection too had its antiquated 
shibboleths and in their train came 
misery, discontent, and starvation. 


These, alas, our people had known but 
too well. Might heaven preserve them 
from the revival and resurrection of the 
accursed thing—protection. He begged 
to move. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said he wished 
that some one more competent than him- 


self had been selected to second the Re- | 


solution of which the overwhelming 


niajority of the House and of the coun- | 
try was in favour at the present time. | 
He believed that after the next general | 


election such a Resolution would be sup- 
ported by a still larger majority in the 
House than it would be that night, and 
that on any future occasion when the 
subject came to be discussed they would 
not see any empty benches either on one 
side or the other of the House. He re- 
gretted—they all regretted—that these 
‘missionaries of Empire,’ whose fervent 


eloquence had resounded in their ears | 


and filled the newspapers during the last 
few years, had not deigned to include 


this House within the range of their | 
efforts. He did not know their reason— 


whether it was that they thought free- 
traders were past redemption, or whether 


the somewhat coldly critical atmosphere 


of the Chamber was not altogether pro- 
pitious to the per-fervid eloquence suit- 
able to a mission—eloquence apt to be a 
little lurid as to language and a little 
careless as to facts. 


As the hon. and learned Member who | 


had so ably moved the Resolution 


had stated, they might have anticipated | 
that a Resolution relating to the Colonial | 


moved 


as 


have 
session 


Conference would been 
either in the of 1903 
preliminary to the commencement of 
the mission in the country, or last 
session at the conclusion of it, and 


2 
a 


that they would have had a straight- | 


forward issue presented in a Resolution 
advocating preferential duties for the 


Colonies and involving the taxation of | 
But nothing of the kind had oc- | 


food. 
curred. It was true enough that when- 
ever the Gentlemen who advocated this 
policy were able to cajole or compel the 


Government to represent that their in-, 
terests were involved in the matter. then | 


they favoured the House with their 
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presence; but when the egis of the 
Government was withdrawn from them 
they had, with one or two brilliant 
| exceptions, taken but little part in these 
debates. Well, though they might regret 
it, they were not misled by it. Neither 
was the country misled by it, nor would 
our brethren in the Colonies be misled by 
it. Did anyone doubt, if those who 
had advocated this policy had had the 
smallest chance of carrying a Resolution 
in the House in its favour, or even of 
making such a fair show of strength as 
would have given them a reasonable 
prospect of success in the future, that they 
| would have come forward and advocated 
| it openly? They knew well, and every 
| man in this country and in the Colonies 
knew, that the reason why these Gentle- 
men were absent that night was not fhe 
reason set forth in the Amendment 
which had been placed on the Paper that 
afternoon, although the hon. Member in 
whose name it was was not present to 
move it. The reason given in the 
Amendment for their absence was that 
they disapproved of abstract Resolu- 
tions. That was not the real reason. 
The real reason was not that they dis- 
approved of the passing of abstract 
Resolu.ions, but the fact that they were 
unable to prevent them being passed. 
as the Resolution which he was seconding 
would be passed that nighc. 
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The Resolution embodied a_ self- 
evident proposition on the face of 
|it. Who was there in this country 


iwho would really wish to put a tax 
on corn, meat, and dav produce ! 
Corn was the food of all the people, more 
particularly of the poorest. Meat was 
the food on which our workmen relied 
for giving them that strength which had 
'made them the best workmen in the 
civilised world. And as regarded dairy 
produce, no one who took an interest in 
the social condition of the people would 
wish to do anything to increase the cost 
|or diminish the consumption of milk. 
/One great fault in our social arrange- 
ments was the fact that over large parts 
of the country the consumpticn of milk 
by children was not sutficiently large. 
Social economists had always known it, 
but it had been proved in an inquiry, 
the results of which were published a 
short vime ago. A larger quantity of 


jmlk was taken by children in the 
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northern than in the southern parts 
of England, and anything which 


would tend to increase the price of 
this most valuable food would be an 
injury to the future of the country al- 
together. It was desirable, therefore, 
that they should place on record what 
their opinions were with respect to those 
proposals, which had been placed before 
the country, and might be brought 
forward at the future Colonial Conference. 
Such a conference was held some years 
ago, but as to what happened at it there 
vas no accurate information. He was 
not clear whether any demands had been 
siade upon this country by those present 
it the conference, but, to borrow a 
phrase from electrical science, he gathered 
that there was some sort of magnetic 
field which surrounded the Colonial 
Premiers and which induced 
currents in the mind of the late Colonial 
Secretary which caused that right hon. 
‘rentleman to contemplate at the time, 
ind to advocate afterwards, a policy of 
taxation of food and preferential duties 
10 the Colonies which years ago he would 
have regarded with objection, he might 
‘Imost say with dismay. 


some 


The argument had been used that this 
‘ountry would gain so largely by giving 
preferential duties to the Colonies that it 
vould be worth our while to suffer some 
ss In order to obtain preferences from 
‘he Colonies in return. It was difficult 
o ascertain with real accuracy what the 
hances were of any gain being obtained 
‘rom colonial preferences. There were 
*wo kinds of Colonies—one in which we 
iad equal advantages with all our rivals, 
ind the other in which we had some 
idvantages which our rivals had_ not. 
No colonial preierence could alter the 
lisadvantage of geographical position, 
is in the case of Canada; but take the 
‘ase Of Australia and the Cape, where we 
had a fair and equal chance with all our 
trade rivals and neighbours. What were 
the real facts? The largest of the 
Australian Colonies was New South 
Wales; it was a free-trade Colony, and 
therefore there were no disturbing 
elements of taxation of trade there. 
Our share of its trade was 65 per cent. of 
the whole, and that was a little less than 
the average for the whole of Australia. 
Kliminating all articles such as petroleum, 
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rice, tea, etc., which this country could 
not itself produce, and leaving in all 
the numerous articles in the manufacture 
of which other countries had advantages 
over this, although we produced them 
also, then our share of the trade with 
New South Wales was 74 per cent., or 
three-fourths of the total trade. In 
Natal we had, in 1901, 79 per cent. on the 
total trade; in Cape Colony we had 84 
per cent. Now, take the great staple 
trades of this country—cotton, woollen 
goods, iron. In New South Wales we had 
95 per cent. of the cotton trade in 1901 ; 
89 per cent. of the trade in clothes ; 77 
per cent. of the trade in iron goods ; 
and 78 per cent. in 1902; and of woollen 
goods, 94 per cent. in 1901, and 91 per 
cent. in 1902. In Cape Colony we had 
97 per cent. in 1901 of the trade in woollen 
93 per cent. of the trade in linen 
94 per cent. of the trade in 
cotton goods; and 82 per cent. in 
the trade in iron and steel. In Natal 
our trade 96 per cent. of the 
total trade in woollen goeds; 94 per 
cent. in linen goods; 84 per cent. in 
and 80 per cent. in iron 
and steel goods. Well, what the 
proportion of the trade of our com- 
petitors ? Germany had 3_ per 
of the woollen trade, and 2 per cent. of 
the cotton trade in New South Wales. 
In Victoria, Germany had 5 per cent. of 
the woollen trade and 4 per cent. of the 
cotton trade. What prospect was there 
of gain on these staple trades by giving 
preferential duties to the Colonies in 


comparison with the Injury which would 


goods ; 


goods ; 
was 


cotton goods . 


Was 


cent. 


be caused by taxes on our food ? 


In Canada the position was different, 
and he had a suspicion that it was in 
Canada that a great portion of the basis for 
this theory of preferences was to be found. 
He was sorry to say that there was rather 
a tendency on the part of the © 
aries’ to be a little careless as to their 
facts in regard to Canada. There had 
not been that accuracy in regard to fact: 
that he would have liked to have seen 
in a matter of this importance. Our 
trade with Canada since the preference 


misslon- 





had increased very largely, and numbers 
of people had been going round the 
country saying that the increase was 


due to the preference. Well, Canada 
had increased enormously in the last 
five -years in wealth and population, 
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and so her trade had increased, and, 
of course, preference or no preference, 
our trate with her would increase 
also; but the whole question of the 
value of the preference lay in the 
relative amount of the trade. Now, 
before the preference was given our trade 
with Canada was 27 per cent. of the 
whole Canadian trade; but since prefer- | 
ence it had varied between 23 and 25 | 
per cent., and on the preference we had 
no increase in our relative share of her 
trade. He did not mean to say that 
there was not an advantage in Canada 
giving us a preference ; but the gain had 
not been of that large character which 
would justify anyone in saying that any 
real substantial advantage had resulted 
from it. He was sorry that the Secre- 
tary of the Board of Trade was not 
present, as he did not like to speak of him 
in his absence; but that right hon. 


Gentleman, speaking at Warrington a 


week or two ago, cited the fact that our 
trade percentage with Canada had not 
increased, and the reason of that was a 
large increase in the American trade. 
The American trade, however, said the 
right hon. Gentleman, should not be taken 
into account, because the trade between 
Canada and America was mainly in raw 
materials, with which we did not com- 
pete. Well, he thought it worth while 
to look and see; and he found that the 
value of the imports into Canada from 
the United Kingdom of manufactured 
articles was 41,000,000 dollars, and the 
value of the imports of manufactured 
articles from the United States was 
52,000,000 dollars. He did not think 
that the explanation as to the American 
imports being entirely raw materials, 
was one which altered much the per- 
centage of our trade with Canada; but 
it showed that there was no real ad- 
rantage to be gained from preference. 
He did not wish to be held to minimise 
the kindly intentions of Canada in giving 
us preference, but he did say that it had 
not resulted in any such increase in our 
trade as would justify our running serious 
risks in order to tax our food. 


It was clear that while we could not hope | 
to gain very much by preference to the | 
Colonies, much injury might be done 
to our general trade. When prefer- 


ence was first put before the country 
Mr. Seely. 
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lin 1903 they were told that the 
| compensation to working men for tax. 
| ing their food was that there would 
| be. a large increase in trade with the 
| Colonies, and that that would be followed 
| by an increase in wages ; but in October 
last it was put forth to the country that 
the working men were no longer to rely 
on an increase of wages but on the taking 
| off of the taxes on tea, coffee, and sugar 
as a compensation for a tax being put 
on their food. The fallacy which under- 
lay that proposal had already been 
exposed by his hon. and learned friend ; 
but there was an Amendment on the 
Paper in the name of the hon. Member 
for Liverpool, although the hon. Gentle- 
man had not had the courage to come 
and support it. In that Amendment the 
hon. Gentleman said— 
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“In the opinion of this House. the burden of 
| local and other taxation presses unduly upon 
the food - producing and manufacturing ia- 
dustries of this country, and should, as far as 
practicable, be transferred to foreign importa- 
tions.” 


That was rather a come-down from the 
great policy that was to unite the mother 
country with the Colonies. It now 
appeared that the only thing that was 
to unite the mother country and the 
Colonies was to reduce the expense of the 
parish pump. Still, though this policy 
afforded no prospect of advantaging the 
trade of the country, it had to be met and 
fought. He gave every credit to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham that he did not bring 
it forward and advocate it from 
selfish motive, but with the object of 
uniting more closely the Colonies and the 
mother country. But there was nothing 
new about that policy. The right hon. 
Gentleman often said “‘ Why is it that 
we treat our Colonies differently from 
the way that other nations treat their 
colonies, with whom they have pre- 
ferential arrangements!” The reason 
was clear; we had had experience in 
the past of arrangements of that 
kind, and we had profited by the 
| experience that we had gained. He 

would like to read to the House an 
extract from the King’s Speech 140 
vears ago, which, he thought, showed 
‘that there were men before the right 
(hon. Gentleman who held his opinion 
las to the desirability of uniting the 


any 
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Colonies with us by means of duties. In 
1766 in the King’s Speech there appeared 
the following passage— 

“The many regulations you have made for 
extending and promoting the trade and manu- 
fictures of Great Britain and for settling the 
mutual intercourse of My kingdom and planta- 
tions in such a manner as to provide for the 
improvement of Our Colonies on the plan of due 
subordination to the commercial interests of 
the mother country, are the strongest proofs of 
your comprehensive regard to the welfare of 
all My dominions—an object truly worthy of the 
sritish Parliament. It shall be My endeavour 
that such care be taken as may tend to secure 
the improvements and advantages which may 
be expected from such wise and salutory 
provisions.” 

The Parliament which heard that King’s 
Speech of 1766 was equally anxious to 
do justice to the Colonies as was the 
present Parliament. They were pro- 
rogued after that Speech and met in the 
following November, and proceeded to 
pass a tea duty on the United States of 
America. They passed it without debate, 
but it was a preferential tea duty, and al- 
though they passed it without debate 
it Was not without consideration. When 
it was objected to shortly afterwards 


they complained bitterly of the objec- 


tion, because they said that although it 
was nominally a duty of 3d. in the &£, 
to the consumers in America, really, 
owing to the arrangement with India, it 
was a bonus of 9d. in the £. And that 
was true, because those in America who 
objected to the duty threw the tea into 
the Boston Harbour, not because it was 
dear, but because it was cheap, and if 
landed it would bribe the people in the 
Colonies to consent to duties being placed 
upon them by the Parliament in London. 
Those who lost us the Empire of the world 
140 years ago were actuated by similar 


principles and similar ideas of commercial | 


policy, and of the influence and result 
of taxation, as those who were at the 
back of these principles now. Those men 
had undertaken a long war for the 
colony, and were anxious to place a share 
of the burden on the Colonies across the 
seas, There were men taking part in this 
agitation now who wished to put forward 
as a portion of it the necessity for the 
Colonies assisting in reducing the burdens 
of this country and of placing some of 
these burdens on the Colonies, and of 
bribing by preferential duties some 
sections and classes of people in the 
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Colonies to assist them in that policy. 
Our fathers and grandfathers had pro- 
fited: by experience, and by establishing 
entire fiscal independence as between 
the Colonies and ourselves they had 
created this great Empire. He asked 
the House to pass this Resolution 
because it was true in itself, and because 
it was a declaration to the Colonies of 
our opinion on the matter. It was only 
by a clear and plain statement on the part 
of all concerned as to their wishes, desires, 
and hopes that in this or any other 
matter the Colonial Conference in 1906, 
or any other conference, could possibly 
succeed in strengthening and increasing 
those bonds of unity between the Colonies 
and the mother country, which it was the 
object of that House and the Empire 
to increase, strengthen, and improve. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, ‘“‘ That this House disapproves 
on principle of the taxation of corn, meat, 
and dairy produce, as being especially 
burdensome to the poor and injurious 
to the welfare of the nation ; and believes 
that no proportionate remission from 
existing duties on tea, sugar, coffee, 
and cocoa would afford compensation 
for the imposition of such taxes; and 
declares its opinion that any Colonial 
Conference that is entered upon, except 
on the understanding that this country 
will not agree to the taxation of corn, 
meat, and dairy produce, will result 
in failure.—(Sir Joseph Leese.) 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) rose to sup- 
port the Resolution and to ask a few 
Questions. It had been very difficult 
indeed to meet face to face the people 
who had been promoting this great fiscal 
policy throughout the country. Their own 
speeches had been misinterpreted, and 
they were told that they did not under- 
stand this question. He quite admitted 
that it needed a cultivated intellect to 
understand all the proposals which hed 
been put forward in its favour, and as he 
laid no claim to cultivated intellect he de- 
sired to ask a few plain Questions, thinking 
that was the best place in which to ask 
them. Thev were told that they were 
wanting in Imperial instinct and in the 
desire to draw closer together the kin- 
ship which existed between the Colonies 
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and the mother country ;' also that they 
should be prepared to make some sacri- 
tices. It occurred to him that when 
sons and daughters went abroad they 
did so exceedingly well for themselves 
that they did not expect post office or- 
ders from the poor old folks at home. 
The kinship of Empire could not be ce- 
mented on a pounds, shillings, and pence 
basis. He did not feel assured of the 
honesty of this fiscal agitation. One 
could understand an honest opponent 
who said “ My friend, you are wrong,” 
but during the last two vears they had 
been waiting to have other questions 
answered, and instead of paying atten- 
tion to home matters that ought to be 
studied, their minds had been occupied 
with this fiscal bogey. In the early 
stages of the agitation they were told 
that if the proposals were to be made the 
law of the land the workmen would bene- 
fit by receiving increased wages. At 
his end of the town when the workmen 
were told that they were going to have 
an addition of 2s. 6d. a week to their 
wages they were so sceptical that they 
asked, “* Do you think Mr. Chamberlain 
would lend us a bit on account?” There 
were plenty of South African million- 
aires in this country who might help in 
the unemployed question, but whose 
efforts were directed to raising the price 
of the food of the people. 


Another proposal was to tax manu- 
factured articles coming into _ this 
country and thus make no less a 
sum than £9,000,000 which might 
be devoted to old-age pensions. They 
were also told that by taxation those 
goods would be kept out of the country. 
His intellect failed to grasp how they 
would make £9,000,000 out of goods 
which were to be kept out of the country, 
and he was of opinion that the myth of 
old-age pensions had gone with the rest 
of the myths which had been put before 
their notice. The hon Member for Shef- 
field (Sir Howard Vincent) who was the 
first and last of the tariff reformers 
had called the attention of the Prime 
Minister to the fact that £100,000,000 


worth of manufactured goods were 


brought into this country, and, deploring 

the amount of unemployment, had sug- 

gested that if those £100,000,000 worth 

of goods were made at home there would 

he plentv of work for the unemployed. 
Mr. Crooks. 
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We, however, exported £200,000,000 
worth of manufactured goods, and it 
had to be considered that if we hit 
out at the £100,000,000 of imports 
we were liable to be hit through the 
£200,000,000 of exports. No doubt if 
we kept out the £100,000,000 worth 
of manufactured goods we should have 
something to do, but we should also 
have plenty of time in which to do it, 
because we should lose £200,000,000 
whilst making £100,000,000, 


Then they were told that the foreigners 
would be made topay forthe home markets. 
On one occasion Mr. Chamberlain had said 
that every halfpenny placed on the 
necessaries of life in the shape of market 
charges made it the more difficult for the 
humble people of the nation to live. But 
they were now told that if the foreigner 
had to pay the charges there was no 
need for them to trouble in the 
matter. What would happen when the 
foreigner made everything and sent it to 
this country for nothing? They would 
join the ranks of those who toiled not, 
neither did they spin. They would have 
nothing to complain about, but would 
live in the lap of luxury for ever. 


But why should they not be practical ? 
Was the House always to be used in order 
to make the rich richer, and to insist that 
the poor should alwavs want to have their 
needs redressed. If they were to give a 
preference to the Colonies by the taxa- 
tion of meat, it would follow that colonial 
meat would be dearer, and the poorest 
of the poor would have to do with a 
smaller quantity, and thus make a 
sacrifice for the benefit of the Colonies. 
Another question he had to ask was with 
reference to Colonial wheat. He under- 
stood that whilst our Colonies sent 
19.000,000 cwts. of wheat to us every 
year, the United Siates sent 73,000,000 
ewts., and yet, in the interests of the 
Colonies who only sent 19,000,000 ewts., 
we were to tax 73,000,000 ewts. and to 
pay more for our bread. Then he would 
ask those responsible for the fiscal pro- 
posals how did they propose to dis- 
criminate between the United States and 
Canadian wheat. We used the United 
States ports for shipment in the winter, 
and the Canadian ports in the summer, 
the result being that a verv large carry- 
ing trade was done between those ports 
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in the summer time. How would it then 
be possible to stop the United States 
crowers from smuggling part of their 
73,000,000 ewts. into the Canadian ports ? 
Then, again, how would the Canadian 
authorities like us to interfere with their 
trade? They were told not to trouble 
about little pettifogging details which 
they did not understand, but he could 
assert that so far as wealth was concerned 
we were now better off than ever we were 
before. In 1849 there were 202,265 
able-bodied outdoor paupers in England 
or Il*7 per 1.000 of the population ; in 
1872 there were 128,000 or 5°6 per 1,000, 
and in 1904, when they were told that 
they were absolutely ruined, there were 
only 62,509, or 1°9 per 1,000. There was 
no justification for this agitation. He 
hoped the Resolution would be carried 
unanimously, and that the House would 
say to the nation that no matter what 
might happen in the future if they were 
going to build up an Imperial race it 
should not be done by taxing their food. 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) said that as the hon. Mem- 
her for Woolwich announced that he 
wished to ask a few Questions of the 
advocates of tariff reform, he in turn 
would interrogate the hon. Member on 
one or two points. Was not the hon. 
Member a trade unionist ? 


Mr. CROOKS: TI am exactly in the 
sime position as a lawyer protecting his 
own interests. 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER said that 
surely protection was the essence of trade 
unionism. [“Oh, oh!”] Would the 
lion. Member object to the introduction of 
foreign miners, for example, into the 
country? [Several Hon. Members: 
Chinese ?} He was talking of England at 
the present time. Would the hon. Mem- 
ber object to the introduction of cheap 
foreign workmen—yes or no? The hon. 
Member could not answer. 


Mr. CROOKS: I do not think this is 
the time or place, but I can answer. 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER hoped the 
hon. Member. then, would answer at 
some other time, and he would wait his 
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reply with interest. Hon. Members op- 
posite opposed preferential tariffs from a 
sincere determination to combat any 
policy which they believed would increase 
the cost of living to the working classes. 
He gave them credit for that intention; 
might he ask in return to be believed 
when he said that if he thought a pre- 
ferential policy would have that effect 
he would not champion it ? He was as 
much opposed as anyone to Increasing 
the price of living of the working classes, 
but one fact had convinced him that if 
our present system of fiscal isolation was 
maintained the price of the people's food 
must rise in the future, and that very 
considerably. At present we relied, to a 
great extent for cheap wheat upon the 
excess production of the United States. 
But the United States was gradually fill- 
ing up; the virgin soil was decreasing. 
There was a rapidly increasing popula- 
tion in that country to feed, and it 
followed as a natural corollary that the 
price of wheat from the United States 
must rise in the near future. Therefore, 
it was the bounden duty of all who had 
the welfare of the people at heart to 
stimulate by every means the production 
of wheat elsewhere, and not only in the 
Colonies, as the only sure protection 
against expensive food at home. The 
House should bear in mind the fierce 
competition of the last two decades for 
the markets of the world. One by one 
the neutral markets had been absorbed 
by protectionist countries, and at this 
very moment, when the Colonies offered 
us a splendid outlet for industrial and 
commercial enterprise, and when the 
countries of the world were all trend- 
ing towards consolidation, should we 
alone of all nations stand back from 
the supreme movement of the age 
because the noble Lord the Member 
for Greenwich had levelled his telescope 
at the Imperial sun and discovered a 
speck or two upon its face? Although 
the meridian of Greenwich regulated our 
time, his noble friend would find it 
difficult to put back and keep back the 
hands ot the clock. 


It would be almost suicidai to re- 
fuse the offer of the Colones. [** Wha 
offer? ”’] The offer of a free con- 
ference, for one thing. Already thev 


were our best customers—j** No.” ]— 
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and when the infant communities of 
to-day became the giant communities 
of the future it would be difficult to 
measure the prosperity of that country— 
he hoped it might be Great Britain— 
which was able to keep pace with their 
growing demands. Many of the Opposi- 
sion leaders now believed that a con- 
ference would be helpful, but possibly 
that was because they had discovered 
that they dare not oppose it in the country 
although it might lead to the ultimate 
success of the principles which would 
give the coup de grace to their policies 
and prophecies. It was unfair to 
attempt to cripple the conference before 
it was formed. Such a _ conference, 
constituted as it would be of the leaders 
of thought from the corners of the 
world, ought to be free to discuss any 
and every matter of interest between 
the mother country and the Colonies, 
but the Opposition apparently desired 
that the question of paramount im- 
portance, that of freer trade, should be 
barred. Apart from the absurdity of 
the position, it was nothing short of 
insolence to turn to the Colonies, when 
commercialism was the touchstone of 
the world’s polities, and say, ‘‘ You 
have come perhaps 20,000 miles. Make 
vourselves quite at home. 
the weather, discuss the constitution 
of the next Radical Cabinet, compare 
the manners of Lord Chesterfield and 
of the junior Member for Oldham ; 
you may talk about anything you like 
except the one policy you have come to 
discuss, viz., the question of freer trade 
between us and the Colonies.” He pro- 
tested against the terms of this Resolu- 
tion. 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): Will 


you vote against it ? 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER:  Cer- 
tainly. He protested against the terms 
of the Resolution because he thought it 
prejudiced the issue and pre-judged 
the question. 


Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): The hon. Member who has just 
spoken did not hear the powerful speech 
made by the hon. Member for Lincoln 
in seconding the Resolution, or I think 
he would have struck out of his notes a 


Mr. Claude Lowther. 
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great portion of the speech which he has 
just delivered. The Resolution, so ably 
moved by the hon. Member for Accring- 
ton, sums up tersely and comprehensively 
what is the main principle underlying the 
whole of this fiscal controversy, and also 
underlying the attitude which we should 
take up as a nation with respect to the 
Colonial Conference. I am not going 
over the ground which has already been 
so ably covered with reference to the 
taxation of food, the injury that that 
taxation would do to the people of this 
country, or the relationships between 
ourselves and our Colonies ; but I would 
say that the injustice and unfairness 
towards our Colonies of which the hon, 
Member for Cumberland has spoken 
would have been shown by this country 
if we had allowed their representatives 
to come here in ignorance of the real 
determination of the people of Great 
Britain. If it be the case—and I have 
heard no dispute even from the other side 
of the House as to what the result of the 
next election will be—that the people of 
this country are determined that they will 
not, for reasons which appear satisfactory 
to themselves, submit to the imposition 
of a tax on wheat, flour, meat, and dairy 
produce, for any purpose whatever, | 
think it is straightforward and honest 
to tell the Colonies the truth. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham did not shrink from telling 
the last Colonial Conference that. He 
told them in the plainest English that the 
people of this country would not stand the 
proposals then made with reference to 
imposing taxation on the food of the 
people. But to-night we find ourselves 
in this difficulty, that there is one body 
alone in this country which there is an 
attempt to prevent from giving its 
decision as to what the feeling of the 
country really is and that body is the 
House of Commons. Whether _ the 
decision of the House of Commons is 
right or wrong, those who believe that 
they have the majority in the House dare 
not face the test of the division lobby on 
the question. That indicates, at all 
events, that the time has come when the 
tribunal which will have to settle the 
question should be consulted, and that 
if the House of Commons is incapable 
of expressing an opinion on the subject 
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the time has arrived when the constitu- | scended to take any part in these dis- 
encies should be asked, and asked before | cussions, of the precedent set, he said, 
the conference is held, what their opinion | by Mr. Gladstone, and he instanced a 
is and their intentions are. | division which took place when Mr. Glad- 





I do not shrink from the import- | 


ance and gravity of the great ‘issues 
which the Resolution raises; but I 
venture to say to the House that 
there is an even greater issue at stake 
at the present moment with refer- 
ence to the Motion now before the House 
and the procedure which has 
adopted by the Government both before 
and up to this night. This issue has not 
heen raised by the Colonial Governments 
or by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham ; it has 


affecting the government of India. 


stone was Prime Minister on a question 
He 


said that that division was set aside by 


| Mr. Gladstone, that no notice was taken 


been | 


of it, and that it was practically reversed 
on the fiat of the Minister in charge of the 
Department. Well, there is just a 
smattering of accuracy in the allegation ; 
but it does not tell the whole truth. An 
important Resolution was introduced 
on a Friday evening: the Government 


| resisted the proposal, which reversed to 


heen raised by the Government alone | 


this 
face 


Minister of 
are face to 


and by the Prime 
country. What we 


with is an unprecedented attack upon | 
| that. 


the rights, the privileges, the preroga- 
tives, and the freedom ot the 
of Commons. Who has endowed the 
present Government, or any Govern- 
ment in this country, with the right 
to prescribe limits to the discussions of 
the House of Commons ? Who has given 
them the authority to say that if they 
absent themselves from the House, if they 
decline to take any part in the matter 
on which the House is proceeding, that 
discussion is of no value, and ceases to be 
a discussion in, and a decision of, the House 
of Commons ? Tam under the impression 
that with Mr. Speaker in the Chair, with 
the mace on the Table, and with a quorum 
of Members, here is the House of Com- 
mons. The constitution of the House is 
complete when those conditions are com- 
plied with. The presence or the absence 
of the Prime Minister, or of any one of 
his followers, or of all his followers put 
together, in no way affects the powers 
and privileges of a duly constituted 
House of Commons, and the test of the 
opinions of the House is to be found in 
one place, and one place alone, the 
division lobby. Of course there 
been snap divisions—nobody denies it— 
taken at certain moments and under 
certain conditions which did not, perhaps, 
accurately represent the opinion and the 
judgment of the House; but there is a 
constitutional way of rescinding or re- 
versing those decisions. 


The Prime Minister told us, on 
the last occasion on which he conde- 


House | 


| of eight votes. 


a great extent the principle of our past 
government of India, but were defeated 
in a House of 160 Members by a majority 
The charge was that Mr. 
Gladstone did not take any notice of 
That is not the case. It was a 
decision of the House of Commons, even 
under those abnormal circumstances, 


| and the Government sent it out to India, 


have } 





submitted it to the Government of India 
and to trustworthy authorities, and 
months elapsed before the question was 
finally brought before the Cabinet, and 


| when it was brought before them the 


Cabinet decided that it was impos- 
sible in the interests of the State 
to allow the Resolution to be carried 
out. The supporters of the Resolution 
were given an opportunity of reaffirming 
that Resolution, but they did not avail 
themselves of it. Will anybody say 
that that Resolution was disregarded or 
treated with contempt? And now the 
House is told that the justification for 
the action of the Government is that this 
is an academic question, 


There is a singular phrase in the 
notice given of an Amendment by an 
hon. Member who has not had _ the 
covrage to come and move it; it says— 

“The occupation of the time of the House by 
the discussion of abstract Resolutions of a pro- 
phetic nature and upon hypothetical bases, tle 
majority of the House testifying their disapproval 
by being absent.” 

Well, the only way to testify disapproval 
is to vote against the Resolution, but 
that is the one way the Government dare 
not face. They say that it is an academic 
question. The right aon. Member for 
West Birmingham, when he raised the 
question, and these who follow bin 
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did not so consider it; the right hon. 
Gentleman, I think conscieutiously, con- 
sidered it a vital question, upon the 
proper solution of which depended the 
unity of the Empire, the existence of 
our trade, and our national prosperity. 
On the other side those who differed from 
him with equal conscientiousness and 
determination, believed that the policy 
suggested would be fatal to the prosperity 
of the Empire, the existence of its trade, 
and the maintenance of the proud position 
it had hitherto occupied. Is that an 
academic question for a great nation like 
this. The Government has been broken 
up by it. the Cabinet has been recon- 
structed ; its ablest and mest experienced 
statesmen went out on the question ; 
and from the hour when the matter was 
raised to the present time there has not 
been a single by-election in the country 
in which this academic question has not 
been the principal—I might almost say 
the sole—issue upon which electors have 
voted. This is perhaps the keenest 
political fight which has taken place 
in this country since the Reform Bill; 
and the decisions of the House on a 
question of such magnitude are not a 
game. are not a joke, are not a perform- 
ance depending entirely on the skill of 
the plavers. We have been told to 
“think Imperially.” I suggest that we 
shovld think Imperially of the House of 
Commons, the oldest and noblest of 
representative Assemblies, at once the 
foundation and the bulwark of constitu- 
tional Government and free institutions. 
What is the position of the 
House at this moment? Where is 
the Leader of the House? Next to 
you, Sir, the Leader is the guardian 
of the rights and privileges of the 
House of Commons; he has as clear 
and distinct a duty to the whole House 
as to his own Party. The great men 
who have held that position in the past 
have been able to maintain their position 
as Leader of the House as well as leader 
of a Party without the two duties clash- 
ing. But the present Leader has abdi- 
vated, gone away, and on a great con- 
stitutional question such as this, for the 
last two years, and especially during the 
present session, we have been met by 
what I may call the tactics of the nursery. 
The Prime Minister has been answered by 
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a distinct Resolution of the House con- 
demning his attitude on one of the 
principal questions of the day. Conceive 
such a Motion, condemning the Govern- 
ment, condemning the Prime Minister, 
and dealing with one of the greatest 
questions of the day, dealing with a 
great Imperial policy being brought 
forward in the days of Peel, of Russell, 


of Beaconsfield, of Gladstone. Would 
they have run away? No; they never 
treated the House with contempt. They 


were, each one in his turn, defeated 
during the course of their Premiership, 
and they took their defeat like men, like 
Englishmen. The present Government 
dare not face this House. And why ? 
For the very reason that they dare not 
face the country. They are perfectly 
well aware what the decision of the 
country would be and they are not sure 
what the decision of the House would be. 
The evasions, the tactics of the last two 
years have been for the purpose of pre- 
venting the House giving or getting a 
plain answer to a plain question, and at 
this moment the House and the country 
are as ignorant of the policy of the Prime 
Minister in reference to fiscal question 
as they are of the policy of the Govern- 
ment in regard to the Army. Those are 
two great puzzles with which we are 
very much perplexed. I believe that 
outside the House of Commons 
and outside the Metropolis the 
people of this country feel very 
strongly not only upon this question of 
fiscal reform, but also upon the mode 
in which the House of Commons is being 
treated. It is said that there is a feeling 
in the country that the House of Commons 
is not maintaining its influence. That 
may be so, but that is what has always 
been said in one generation as contrasted 
with the generation that lived before 
it. But I am perfectly certain that the 
people of this country are proud of the 
House of Commons, and will neither 
forget nor forgive any treason to Par- 
liamentary Government. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
he was not dissatisfied with the effect 
that these debates in the House of 
Commons were having on the country 
on the question of tariff reform. He 
thought these debates were having a 
most powerful effect upon the country. 
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He did not believe that there was any 
corner of the country in which it was not 
perfectly well understood that, if tariff 
reform was not defended upon the floor 
of the House, it was because of the in- 
capacity of tariff reformers for discussion 
and because their weakness would be 
revealed if they went into the division 
lobby. He was certain that when it 
became more thoroughly understood 
that tariff reform could not be defended 
in Parliament, the country generally 
would listen without conviction to the 
elaborate speeches and the numerous 
leaflets that were issued by the Tariff 
Reform League, and they would return 
to the old position, when tariff reform 
would be an academic question—if, 
indeed, there was any academy so illi- 
terate as to deferd it. It was hard 
that free-traders should be blamed 
for what was called abstract discus- 
sion. They did not begin it, and 
in fact they had been dragged into the 
discussion, And yet tariff reformers 
were not prepared to maintain their case 
within those walls, because there they 
could not speak without being answered. 


He wished to deal with what appeared 
to him to be of real and material import- 
ance in the discussion on the question of 
colonial preference. He had always felt 
that colonial preference was the nobler 
part of the propaganda of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham. A good many people shared 
with him a feeling of approval when they 
first read the original speech—which in 
his opinion was the most attractive 
speech the right hon. Gentleman ever 
made—on this subject on the 15th of 
May. 1903. He regretted that it had not 
been possible to discuss that question, 
apart from the general protectionist 
controversy, for a longer period, because 


it had been put forward with real sincerity | 


and presented some interesting features. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham had very 
ungraciously stolen from the Manchester 
school one of the least sound of their 
beliefs. They believed with great fervour 
in the unifying effect of trade. He 
thought a study of history would go to 
show that trade ranked very low down 
among the unifying influences which 
created bodies of opinion and great 
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nationalities. The history of modern 
German nationality might be said to 
begin in the struggle against Napoleon. 
There was a great uprising of national 
feeling, which displayed itself in a great 
national struggle. Then there came a 
desire to exhibit it in a Customs union, 
and so to show that there was a bond of 
union in existence. The Zollverein was 
not the cause of German unity; it was 
one of the expressions of it. The same 
thing might be said of Hungary. When 
the dual Monarchy was organised there 
was a Customs union made as an ex- 
pression of the common unity of the two 
kingdoms; and now Hungary, insisting 
on its own national spirit, was anxious to 
break that Customs union, not in order 
to make a nationality, because that was 
too visibly in existence already, but in 
order to express the nationality that was 
already in existence. So that in every 
case they saw that even a Zollverein did 
not bind a country together, but merely 
expressed that which already existed. It 
was a symptom and not a cause. 


Here in the present case they had 
not to deal with anything so complete 
as free trade wthin the Empire. If 
there were a proposal really before 
them to create free trade within the 
Empire it would certainly be a pro- 
posal which would deserve very re- 
spectful consideration. But a _ very 
different proposal was before them. It 
was a proposal to have reciprocal pre- 
ferences. Reciprocal preferences had 
this in‘common with all protective pro- 
poais, that they were capricious and 
pat ial, that they selected certain classes 
for benefit and certain other classes for 
injury. They were a_sort of national! 
favouritism by which tips were doled out 
in certain directions and were withheld 
in others. But that was not the woist of 
the case. The worst of the present pro- 
posals was that preference was put for- 
ward on a protective basis as part of a 
general protectionist argument, and the 
absurdity in which that landed them was 
not, he thought, sufficiently appreciated. 
They were to say to Canada, “ You are te 
give us better terms for our manufactur- 
ing imports. In exchange for that we 
will give you an advantage on vour corn 
exports.” And, at the very time they 


| were saying this, they were to explain to 
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all the world that German and foreign 
imports were an injury to them, pressed 
down the wages of the working men, 
drove people out of employment, and 
were, indeed, a great mischief to the 
people of the country. It was as though 
the mother of a family, presiding at the 
board, said to her children, ‘‘ This dish 
is dangerous ; it is even poisonous, I pro- 
pose to give you, therefore, a double dose 
of it in the hope that the consequent 
dyspepsia and other ailments that it 
may cause will arouse in you a sincere 
feeling of filial regard.” 


It was to be observed that in these 
negotiations with Canada we were pro- 
posing to gain from her more advan- 
tageous terms for our manufactures 
in a manner which would reverse the 
policy which Canada had pursued. 
Her idea, no doubt pursued, as they 
who were free- traders thought, in an 
unsound manner, was that she was 
no longer to be a country with a single 
industry, the great agricultural indus- 
try, but, on the contrary, a country 
with a great many industries. What we 
were asking her was to give an immense 
advantage, from our point of view, to 
her agricultural industry, and at the 
same time to expose to a special degree 
of competition her manufacturing in- 
dustries. Therefore, the proposal was 
a reversal of Canadian policy for their 
own industrial good to a greater ex- 
tent than was sometimes appreciated. 
It was obvious that if she reduced 
her duties there would be an_ in- 
creased opportunity for English competi- 
tion; but it was not always reflected 
that, if we were to succeed in diverting 
the corn trade which now went on with 
foreign countries, and concentrated it on 
Canada, we should also divert the corre- 
sponding export trade from this country 
with which we paid for the corn. He 
could not help suspecting that that 
aspect might have been overlooked by 
Canadian manufacturers. He should 
doubt whether they were always better 
able to understand and follow out the 
laws of international exchange than 
very distinguished persons were in this 
country. Supposing this were so, we 


should be exposed to this danger: English 
manufactures would compete in the 
Canadian market even to a greater 
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extent than had been anticipated, and 
then Canadian opinion would begin to 
assert itself, as it had already begun, to 
some extent, against that competition. 
The country would remain protectionist, 
but it would be intensified in its pro- 
tectionist convictions by having made 
a convert of the mother country. Was 
it not certain, then, that the mother 
country, appearing to a_ protectionist 
country in the light of acompetitor, would 
become not dearer, but less dear, not 
so much an object of loyalty as of jealousy, 
and that there would be a very real 
tendency to break the understanding 
already arrived at and to substitute, 
not closer union, but all the bitterness 
that came from having attempted to 
draw nearer and failed, and ending in 
mutual repulsion ? He believed, therefore, 
that we should not gain Imperial unity in 
that direction. We should not gain Im- 
perial unity by dressing up the Colonies 
in the character of Scarcity and dressing 
up the mother country in the character 
of Competition. We should not make 
them so dear to one another as they were 
in their natural shapes and without this 
masquerade. He hoped, therefore, we 
should not adopt a preferential policy. 


At the same time he was very anxious 
that they who were free-traders, and 
who would have to settle this controversy, 
should not forget, in their desire to main- 
tain free trade, that Imperial unity, the 
desire to draw closer to the Colonies, 
which was no doubt largely at the bottom 
of the Member for Birmingham’s first 
development of this policy, was in itself 
a good thing and one which ought to 
command their sympathy and co-opera- 
tion. He had never felt, apart from the 
fiscal question, that the prospect of Im- 
perial unity was other than a cheerful 
one. The Empire had already engaged 
in great enterprises, like the South African 
War, in co-operation with the Colonies. 
Why should we not follow the lines cf 
that development by increasing the 
opportunities of consultation on foreign 
affairs by co-operating in the govern- 
ment of the dependencies belonging to 
the whole of the Empire ? Why shou!ld 
we not realise better than the Member 
for Birmingham was able to do that idea 
which he most lucidly and admirably 
laid down, namely, the idea of making the 
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Colonies feel that the Empire was not only 
ours but theirs ? 
the desire and the object, very well stated, 
but foolishly pursued, which they all set 
before them. He hoped that the right 
hon, Gentlemen opposite, who must 
necessarily play a great part in the future, 
would not allow to slide out of their minds 


the obligation that lay on patriots of | 


all sorts of political belief to maintain 
the honour of the Empire, to draw it, 
if possible, into a cleser union. 
not allow the Member for Birmingham, 
with whatever good intentions on his part, 
to become the patentee of Imperialism. 
It ought to be the common heritage of 
the whole country. And if, as he be- 
lieved was the case, the colonists drew 
the inference from these debates that the 
House had drewn and that tariff reform 
had failed, let them at the same time 
draw the inference that they had many 
and powerful friends among the free- 
traders who had triumphed, and that, 
whether by free trade or protec'ion, the 
interests of every colony in the British 
Kmpire were not less dear to us than 
the interests of the counties in 
our own kingdom. 


were 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said it was a great pleasure to find 
himself in agreement with the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich upon 
this question, because he knew that a 
few days hence they would be fighting 
each other tooth and nail upon another 
subject. He had no particular wish to 
speak on this subject at any length, be- 
cause he had not heard any arguments 
which required contravening, and it 
was difficult to make a speech when they 
had no arguments to meet. He 
never looked upon this movement as a 
serious one. When the late Colonial 
Secretary returned from South Africa 
and discovered that the Government 
had lost its popularity partly on account 
of the Education Act, and largely on ac- 
count of the disastrous results of the war, 
he was anxious to change the subject, 
and he produced these fiscal proposals in 
order to give the country something else 
to talk about. 
that this new movement would share the 
same fate as other proposals which had 
arisen from the same source. The hon. 
Member for Cumberland had said that 
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he would never have supported this new 
movement if he thought it would in- 
crease the price of the food of the work- 
ing man. Where did the British farmer 
come in under these new fiscal proposals ¢ 
The farmers in the eastern counties had 
declared that they did not want a tax 
upon corn, and sixty years ago they 
asked to be delivered from that tax. 
He could not help thinking that farmers 
were right in their contention that no 
good would come to them from protec- 
'tion unless they were also protected from 
competition from theColonies. He could 
not help drawing attention to the farce 
which was being played night after night 
in this House by the empty benches op- 
posite. The dignity of the House was 
gradually passing away, and the privi- 
leges of its Members were steadily dis- 
appearing, and so were the privileges of 
the people who sent them to represent 
them in the House of Commons. They 
saw the old-fashioned independent in- 
fluential Member who cared nothing for 
office or title or entran +e to society gradu- 
ally passing away. He did not believe 
that there would be a general election 
before the autumn of 1907, and he should 
not be surprised if, when the last year of 
their present term of office came round, 
the Government brought in a Bill to dis- 
continue elections altogether in order 
to remain in office. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said 
the hon. Member who had seconded this 
Motion forgot to say that for the five 
years which preceded preference our ex- 
ports to Canada went down, and from 
the moment they granted a preference to 
this country our exports to Canada went 
up. He was sorry that the Resolution 
had been moved, because if it were carried 
it would do away with all chance, so 
far as the Liberal Party were concerned, 
of this country ever entering into a 
preferential treaty of commerce with her 
Colonies. Mr. Cobden made a commer- 
cial treaty with France, and why should 
‘they not be allowed to make a similar 
treaty with the Colonies? It could not 
be denied that foreign nations did all 
they could to injure our trade. heir 
Colonies had helped them in war, and now 
they wanted them to help in commerce. 
‘The chairman of a big company in his 
constituency had pointed out to him 


Q 








the enormous advantage which his com- 
pany had derived from Canadian prefer- 
ence, and he said that had it not been for 
this preference the work his company 
had done for Canada would have gone to 
America. If they refused to join with their 
Colonies in commercial treat-es, of course 
the result would be that their Colonies 
would join with other countries, and 
this country would be shut out from 
colonial markets just as she was now 
shut out from the markets of foreign 
countries. As far as the food of the 
people was concerned the working classes 
would not be any worse off than they 
were now, and if he thought for one 
moment that they would have to pay 
more for their food under the new fiscal 
proposals he would have nothing to do 
with them. They had the authority 
of Mr. Charles Booth, who was recognised 
as a great authority upon the London 
poor, who wrote to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
stating that, in his opinion, as far as he 
could see, the food of the people would 
not cost them any more under the scheme 
of the late Colonial Secretary than at 
the present time. There had been a 
great deal of fuss about the big loaf and 
the little loaf, but he would like to ask 
if hon. Members opposite had ever reck- 
oned up how much a tax of 2s. a quarter 
upon foreign wheat would put upon the 
price of bread? Jf the whole of this 
tax was paid by the bakers it would only 
amount to two-thirds of a farthing upon 
® four pound loaf. The present system 
was driving capital out of this country, 
with the inevitable result that there was 
not near so much employment for the 
neople. If they had more capital in- 
vested in industries in this country they 
would have more employment for their 
own people, and then they would have a 
state of things under which three em- 
ployers would be running after one man 
instead of one man running after three 
employers. Hon. Members opposite tried 
tostopthe Agricultural Rating Act from 
passing. ‘The real fact of the matter was 
that hon. Members opposite were dread- 
fully afraid that the landlords would get 
the benefit of it. Their policy seemed to 
he purely negative. What he and his 
friends wanted was to get the people 
back to the land. That could not be 


done in avy way except that which he 
Mr, Hunt. 
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had indicated. Give the landlords a fair 
percentage on the outlay for new buildings 
and they would put up cottages instead 
of allowing that work to be done by the 
county council or the parish council. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, ‘‘That this House dis- 
approves on principle of the taxation of 
corn, meat, and dairy produce as being 
especially burdensome to the poor and 
injurious to the welfare of the nation ; 
and believes that no proportionate 
remission from existing duties on tea, 
sugar, coffee, and cocoa would afford 
compensation for the imposition of such 
taxes; and declares its opinion that any 
Colonial Conference that is entered upon, 
except on the understanding that this 
couitry wil! not agree to the taxation of 
corn, meat, and dairy produce, will result 
in failure.”’—(Sir Joseph Leese.) 


STANDING COMMITTEE PROCEDURE 
(ACTION OF CHAIRMAN). 

Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) called attention to 
the conduct of the hon. Member for the 
Rushcliffe) Division when acting as 
Chiirman of the Standing Committee 
on Trade on March 2lst. He said he 
had no intention to cast any aspersion on 
the hon. Member. He thought he would 
have the support of the hon. Gentleman 
himself in the course he was taking, for 
he found that in November, 1902, he gave 
notice of a Motion to the effect that the 
terms of the Standing Order in regard to 
closure of debate in the House itself 
should be altered. There were certain 
rules which had been laid down for the 
guidance of Mr. Speaker and the Chairman 
of Committees in the House of Commons, 
and they gave power to Mr. Speaker or 


the Chairmen of Committees to apply the 


closure, but no such rale had ever been 
laid down for the guidance of the 
Chairmen of Standing Committees. On 
March 23rd, 1893, the hon. Member for 
the Oswestry Division of Shrop hire com- 
plained of the action of the Chairman ofa 
Committee in closuring a debate, and the 
Chairman justified his action on the 
ground that the question had already 
been sufficiently discussed. Of course 
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they all recogaised that there must be a| guidance of Chairmen. Everybody would 


considerable amount of discretion left to 


the Chairman of a Committee, but in this | 


particulir case what happened was that 
a Motion had only been under discussion 
for about twenty minutes. He did not 
think any question of fact would arise 
upon that. An Amendment was moved, 
and afterwards withdrawn at the request 
of the Committee. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): Leave to withdraw it was 
refused, and it was negatived. 

Sir FREDERICK 
discuss it in Committee. The real object 
his hon. friend had in moving it was to 
get at the facts. That was a very 
different state of affairs from what took 


place in March, 1893. He did not 
think anyboly would say that it 
was impossible to carry on the 
discussion in the Committee if the 


discussion had been allowed to continue. 
But the hon. Gentleman refused to put a 
Motion for the adjournment which he (the 
speaker) moved at that time. The hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire moved the 
Motion which was before the Committee 
oa that occasion, and he s‘ated that he 
would accept the Motion for the adjourn- 
ment if the Government would do certain 
things. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Minister for Agriculture was not in his 
place, and it was for that reason that he 
moved the adjournment of the discussi n 
in order that the right hon. Gentleman 
might have time to consider the proposal 
which had been made. It was about ten 
minutes to two, the Chairman refused to 
put the Motion for the adjournment of 
discussion, and when he (the speake1) rose 
tocontinue the debate he put the Question. 
There was a Standing Order of the House 
which said that Mr. Speaker and the 
Chairman of Committees should have 
power not to accept a dilatory Motion, 
but no similar power was given to the 
Chairmen of the Standing Committees. 
He wished to draw the attention of the 
House to the fact that the custom was 
now to send contentious Bills to the 
Standing Committees, and it was thiere- 
fore in the interest of minorities that 
certain rules should be laid down for the 


agree that it would be well that both 
the Chairmen and the members of those 
Committees should know exactly what 
powers they had. Therefore, without 
casting any aspersion on the hon. Member 
for the Rushcliffe Division he had thought 
it right to bring the question before the 
House in the hope that the Amendment 


_of the hon. Member for Wigan would be 


BANBURY said | 


everybcdy thought it was advisable not to | 


accepted and that a special Committee 
would be appointed to report whether 


/ any amendments in the procedure of the 
| Standing Committees were desirable. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.), 
in seconding the Motion, said he con- 
curred with his hon. friend in stating that 
they had no desire to cast any aspersion 
on the hon. Member for the Rushcliffe 
Division, and he hoped the hon. Member 
would accept that assurance in the spirit 
in which it was given. Everybody who 
had attended the Grand Committees 
must have been struck with the fact that 
there was an entire absence of Standing 
Orders for regulating the deb ites in those 
Committees. When the Committees were 
set up they were intended to deal with 
sills of a non-contentious character, and 
so long as that rule was observed there 
was perhaps no great necessity for Stand- 
ing Orders. But that salutory rule laid 
down by Mr. Gladstone had been broken, 
not perhaps by one side more than 
another. [An Hon. MemBer: Oh!] 
That was his view. At all events, it was 
not denied that it had been broken, and 
indeed now it was impoesible for a private 
Member to have a chance of getting a Bill 
through, however non-contentious it 
might be, unless it was referred to a 
Grand Committee. The practice which 
had grown up in regard to the closure 
was much more drastic than the one that 
was allowed in the House. He thought 
it was the Leader of the Opposition who 
gave the first precedent with re-pect 
to closure in a Standing Committee, 
and it had placed absolutely in the hands 
of the Chairman the right to closure a 
debate whenever he thought fit, and 
nobody had any right to say a word. 
He did not think that was a desirable 
state of affairs. He held that the Com- 
mittee should have the right to say 
whether the debate should be terminated 
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and the Question put. The same remark , 


applied to the question of adjournment. 


In this particular case he thought a very. 


great public service would have been 
rendered if the Committee had ad- 
journed. 
adjournment was refused they were able 
to make a compromise at a subsequent 
sitting of the Committee, but that com- 
promise was rendered infinitely more 
difficult than it would have been if the 
Motion for the adjournment had been put. 
With regard to the question of voting, he 
remembered that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Great Yarmouth 
refused to vote because he had not heard 
the question sufliciently debated to 
enable him to come to aconclusion, The 
procedure to be followed in such a case was 
laid down in Erskine May’s well-known 
book, and he held that the action of the 
Chairman on the occasion referred to in 
refusing to make the right hon. Gentle- 


Although the Motion for the | 


man vote was entirely without precedent | 
and contrary to the usages of Grand | 


Committees. It was easy for the Chair- 
man of a Committee to fall into an error of 
this kind when he had no Standing Orders 
could act. He hoped, 


upon which he 
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complaining for a moment of anything 
that has fallen from the hon. Gentlemen. 
They have repeated to-night what they 
said in Committee, that their action is not 
personal. I wish they had allowed me a 
few more moments to reply. I shall en- 
deavour to put the case as clearly as I can 
to the House. The hon. Gentleman who 
seconded the Motion has taken up, quite 
unnecessarily, the defence of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Great 
Yarmouth, who is not here to state his 
case, and who explained to the satisfaction 
of those in the Committee why he did not 
He then said he tcok that course 
those 


vote. 
under circumstances other than 
which had been detailed by the hon, 
Gentleman, who has g ven a somewhat 
inaccurate account of the proceedings in 
question. The hon. Gentleman should 
have allowed the right hon. Gentleman to 
come to his place and raise the question 
himself. The Motion before the House 
raises two separate things. It 
with the personal conduct of a Chair- 
man of the Committee and it goes on to 
deal with a matter with which I have 


deals 


| great sympithy, namely, the working of 


ithe Grand Committees. 


therefore, that something would be done | 


to have this matter settled in order that 
the work of the Grand Committees might 


be properly carried out. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That, doubts having arisen as to certain | 


rulings given by the hon. Member for 
the Rushcliffe Division as Chairman of 
the Standing Committee on Trade 
21st March, in the opinion of this House, 
it is expedient that rules should be Ja‘d 
down for the guidance of Chairmen of 
Standing Committees.’ (Sir Frederick 
Banbury.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: 


on | 


who listened to the hon. Gentlemen will | 


appreciate the statement that I rise under 


On the first, 
with which I am personally concerned, I 
shall in the briefest possible manner lay 
the facts before those who do me the 
honour to listen to me. 


There were two Amendments before 
the 
major and a minor Amendment. 


I may call a 
There 
was an Amendment which covered a 
large field and which waa debated in the 
It was argued in 


Committee—what 


most excellent manner. 
a business-like manner, and the discussion 
might be regarded as affording an illustra- 
of 


Committee should be conducted. 


tion how business before a Grand 


It was 


| debated for over an hour and when the 
T am sure those | 


Grand Committee came to a decis on on 
Then 
minor Amendment was started by an 
come difficulty. I have no intention of hon. Member. When he came to me and 

Mr, Galloway, 


that it was half-past one. the 
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asked the precise place at which it could 
be inserted, I saw there was doubt as to 
whether the Committee had not already 
decided the point which the minor Amend- 
ment raised. But I le: it in. 
ately I put it from the Chair, the hon. Mem- 
ber who initiated our earlier procsedings 


Immedi- 


this evening raised the point whether the 
Committee had not really alrealy decided 
the matter, whether it was not covered by 
the decision come to. I was inclined to 
think in my inmost heart that it was, 
but I let itin, I said I had grave doubts, 
but, at all events, I thought it en- 
titled me as Chairman to suggest that 
a decision might be come to on this 
very minor Amendment with some 
rapidity especially as it was understood 
that we were going to commence the 
consideration of another larger and 
quite different matter when we began 
The 


and 


our proceedings the next day. 
Peckham 


made what [ ventured to say at the 


hon, Member for rose 
time was a speech not dealing with the 
minor Amendment, but one roaming at 
large and raising the whole principle of 


the Bull. 


large, made a Second Reading speech. I 
o 


The hon. Member, roaming at 
appealed to him, and he gave way 


an{ concluded h’s remarks. I was pro- 


ceeding to put the Question when 
the hon. Member again rose and 


moved the adjournment of the Com- 
I refused the 
strictly on precedent, and went further, 


mittee. Motion, acting 
Under the circumstances, basing myself 
on precedent, and accepting the full 
responsibility of my action, I proceeded 
to put the Question. I put the Question 


and the Committee to a de- 
That is the head and_ front 


of my offending. That 


came 
cision. 
ten 


was at 


minutes to two o’clock. and we were on 
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the eve of adjourning. I have sat for 
more than fiftesn years on these Grand 
Committees—for the first five years as a 
member and during the last ten years as 
Chairman. I recoll-ct in the earlier years 
Thad the high honour of sitting under 
the present Leader of the Opposition who, 
as Chairman of a Grand Committe>, was 
one of the most excellent I ever saw. I saw 
him bring the proceedings to an end in a 
more drastic manner than I ever did. I 
based myselfon that and other precedents 
and I am bound to say that, if I were in 
the Chair to-morrow and the same circum- 
stances were to arise at ten minutes to 
tio o’clock, and I had the knowledge that 
next day we were to proceed to a much 
more importint matter, and a Member 
rose in the way the hon. Memb>r did, Ii 
should act in precisely the sam> way. I 
acknowledge it is a strong proceeding to 
take. 
acted as Chairman of Grand Committees I 


During the whole ten years [have 


have n°ver resorted to it before. But in the 
circumstances [ am satisfied that, acting 
to the best of my ability and with a desire 
to maintain the efficiency of these Com- 
mittees, I did what was right for the 
proceedings of the Committee. That is 


all I have to say on the personal matter. 


The hon. Members who moved and 


seconded the Motion devoted a great deal 


‘of their remarks to the consideration of 


the working of the Grand Committees. I 
am one of those who have always defended 
the appointment of Grand Committees. 
I have always thought that they were a 
most valuable part of the machinery of 
this House. I think that we shall have to 
make great use of the Grand Committees, 
and I entirely agree with the hon. Mem. 


ber who has put down an Amendment 
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that it is desirable to take some oppor- ; 
tunity of considering the whole working of | 
these Committees with the view to im- 
proving their machinery and laying down | 
something like Standing Orders in order 
to guide both members and Chairmen. In 
saying that I must carefully guard myself 
by saying that there can be no doubt 
whatever as to that firm ground on which 
as Chairman on that ocasion I took 
action, using the clavsical language which 
we all know in this House. I humbly 
submit myself to the judgment of the 
Hous?. 

*3tr FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 
moved as an Am*ndment to ald at the 
end of the Resolution the words, “and! 
that a Select Committce be appointed to 
consider the procedure of Standing Com- 
mittees, and to report whether any and 
what amendments in such procedure are 
desirable.” 


Str CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
W.) seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed — 


‘At the end of the Question, to add the 
words ‘and that a Select Committee be ap- 
pointed to consider the procedure of Standing 
Committees, and to report whether any and 
what amendments in such procedure are desir- 
able.’ ”’—(Sir Francis Povrell.) 


Question, ‘ That those words be there 
added,” put, and negatived. 


Main Question again proposed, 


And, it being Midnight, the debate | 


stood adjourned. 


| to it. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday | 
next. 


Mr. John Ellis. 
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' THE PRIME MINISTER'S ABSENCE FROM 


DEBATES. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
Boroughs) asked the Patronage Secretary 


(Cirnarvon 


to the Treasury, who, so far as he could 
see, was the only member of the Govern- 
ment who really discharged his duties 
faithfully, whether, the 


Prime Minister did not read the news- 


inasmuch as 
papers or read the proceedings of the 
House, which he presumed to lead, he 
would call the right hon. Gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that a Motion had 


, been carried to-night which practically 


reversed the opinion in regard to the 
Colonial Conference expressed by the 
Prime Minister two or three weeks ago. 
In the course of the discussion then the 
Prime Minister stated that 


he thought 


the conference ought to be free and un- 


fettered. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) 


how far this procedure was to be carried, 


asked 


Could the right hon. Gentleman announce 
on behalf of the Prime Minister whether 


it would go on to-morrow and to-morrow 


| week, and every Tuesday and Wednesday 


when private Members’ Motions were 


brought before the House? If no at- 


tention was to be paid by the Prime 


| Minister to the decisions the House came 


to, he thought the matter was becoming 
serious. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said the Prime Minister was not treating 
the House with the respect which was due 
He did not think h» would be act- 
ing properly himself if he were to refrain 
from saying in this Hovse what he hed 











——_ 
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already said in the public prints. He 
accused the Prime Minister of gross 
personal disrespect and of malfeasance in 
his duty to the Sovereign. 
old constitutional custom for the Prime 


It was the 


Minister or his agent to write an avto- 
graph letter to the Sovereign every day, 
giving a full account of the proceedings 
in Parliament. This was the assertion of 
the Sovereign’s right to be informed of 
all that went on in the House of Com- 
mons. The Ministry were the servants 
of the House as well as of the King. The 
old theory was that the King was present 
in Parliament, and that when he wis not 
present himself he was represented by 
his accredited Ministers. The Ministers 
of the Crown were not present at the 
debate to-night, and they had absented 
themselves in the same way on other 
occas‘ons lately, By that conduct they 
were not only insulting the House, but 
acting in an unfaithful and disrespectful 
minner to the Sovereign. They ought 
to know that the Sovereign in a supreme 
moment could dissolve this Parliament and 
Mr. Gladstone ad- 


hered to the practice of writing a daily 


trust to the people. 


letter to Queen Victoria, giving an ac- 
count of the proceedings of the House ; 
Mr. W. H. 
House also pursued the practice. Mr. 


Smith when Leader of the 


(tladstone observed this practice to the 
last, and when infirmity made him unable 
to attend the evening sittings of the 
House his letter to the Queen was finished 
by Sit William Harcourt. 


secret that the great biography of Mr. 


It was no 


(iladstone by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Montrose Burghs was 
largely based on the letters which were 
written to Queen Victoria. It was a 
practice which had been followed since 


the time of Grenville. Why had the 


present Prime Minister neglected this | 
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This was not 
merely a House to register the decrees of 


constitutional usage ? 
the Government, A measure proposed 
by a private Member had an equal right 
to be considered, and the distinction 
drawn by the Prime Minister between 
Government Bills and private Members’ 
Bills was a fallacious distinction. The 


He had 


heard of a runaway horse and a runaway 


Prime Minister had run away. 


wife ; but never before had he met with 
Prime Minister. He had 
known something of many Cabinets, but 


a Tunaway 


he had never known one so like Noah’s 
Ark as the present Cabinet. It was full of 
interesting relatives, Noah’s Ark was 
floated on a waste of water, the present 


Cabinet was floated on a waste of blood. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.) asked when it was proposed to take 
the Committee stage of the Army Annual 
Bill. Ifit was put down for Thursday 
would the Government be sure to proceed 
with it, so that hon. Members would not 
be brought down to the House to discus; 
it and then find that it had been put 
off ? 


*Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tuk TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said that this was the first time he 
had heard complaint made of the post- 
ponement of the Committee stage of a 
Government Bill. As to how long this 
sort of thing w.s to go on, that de- 
pended very much on hon. Members 
opposite. They had enjoyed great :uc- 
cess in the ballot, and if they used their 
success to put down fiscal Motions the 
Government would continue to do in the 
future what they had done in the past. 
He had been asked to inform the Prime 
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Minister of the Resolution that had been 
passed. He always reported tothe Prime 
Minister what passed in the House either 
next morning or even on the same night. 
[An Hon. Member: He said you did not 
report the other day.] He did not com- 
municate the exact terms of the Resolu- 
tion, but he told the Prime Minister that 
the House had spent a most interesting 
and instructive evening. As to what the 
effect of these Resolutions would be, the 
Resolutions in favour of Home Rule and 
Welsh 
former Parliament were not noticed by 


Adjournment 


disestablishment passed by a 


its successor, and he did not see why the 
Parliament which was to meet some years 
hence should take any notice of the Reso- 
lutions paszed by this Parliament. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) said 
l.e wished to point out the grave charge 
which the right hon. Gentleman had made 
against the veracity of the Prime Minister. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
ihe statement made in the House the other 
day by the Prime Minister that he was not 
aware of what had taken place in the 
House the previous evening was totally 


ina‘ curate. 


*Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD: The right 
hon. Gentleman was not told the terms 


of the Resolution. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was sure the 
Patronage Secretary had no disposition 
to quibble over a detail. He accepted 
what the right hon. Gentleman said as to 
the Prime Minister not knowing the 
terms of the Resolution. 
understand that the right hon. Gentle- 
man in reporting to the Prime Minister 


Were they to 


in the morning what had occurred on the 


previous night, did not state that an im- , 
Sir A, Acland-H oud. 
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portant Motion had been carried in regard 
to the fiscal question ? 


*Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD: The words I 
used were “ an interesting and instructive 
evening.” 


Mr. DALZIEL asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman conveyed the in- 
dealt with 
He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 


formation that the debate 
fiscal matters. That was his point. 
nuw given them an insight into the way 
in which the business of the House was 
being conducted. He reported to the 
Prime Min‘ster what had taken place, 
and the Prime Minister came down to 
the House anl stated thit he did not 
H> hoped 


the Patronage Secretary to the Treasury 


know what had taken place. 


would in future g> a littl» more into 
detail in reporting to the Prim» Minister 
what had occurred in the House. 


Mr. T. P, O'CONNOR 
Scotland) said that there was a strange 


(Liverpool, 


discrepancy b>tween the statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman and that of the 
Prime Minister. Surely the right hon. 
Gentleman did not mean to say that he 
did not tell the Prime Minister the sub- 
ject that was discussed whea the Hoxse 
spent an interesting and _ instructive 
evening. The position was this. Having 
got information as to what occurred from 
the principal Government Whip, the 
Prime Minister, when asked a Question 
on the subjec', professel to be entirely 
ignorant of what had taken place in the 
House. ‘hat was an unworthy position 
for the Prime Minister, it was a gross 
insult to the House, and it was a mest 


unconstitu ion:1 proceeding. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before One o'clock. 


<1n 





<Tsterisk (“) at the commencement of @ Speech indicates revision dy the Member. 
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Returns, {5 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 5th April, 1905. 





The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill; Brent- 
wood Gas Bill; Great Berkhampstead 
(as Bill; Hitchin and District Gas Bill; 
Swansea Corporation Bill. As amended, 
to be considered To-morrow. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 


[Lords]; Entre Rios Railways Bill 
{Lords}; Malvern Water Bill. To be 


read a second time To-morrow. 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill (by 
Order); Epping Gas Bill (by Order) ; 
Great Eastern Railway Bill (by Order) ; 
Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water 
Bill (by Order); Loughborough Cor- 
poration Biil (by Order); Norwich Union 


Life Insurance Society (by Order) ; 
Wevbridge and Walton-upon-Thames 


Electric Supply Bill (by Order). Third 
Reading deferred till To-morrow 
(Evening Sitting). 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill (by Order); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (by 
Order); Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Poor Law) Bill (by Order). 
Second Reading deferred til! To-morrow 
(Evening S:tting). 


(ireat Western Railway (New Rail- 

ways) Bill. Reported, with Amendments ; 
= Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
> printed. 


sk (*) at the commencement of a@ Speech indicates revision oy the Menmier. 


< Colne Corporation Bill. Reported, with 
‘Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee [Section B]; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





PETITIONS. 





FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WOMEN’S 
DISABILITIES BILL. 


Petition from West Bristol, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Bathgate ; 
and Catrine; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petitions against; from 
Ongar; Cuckfield; Durham 
Gamlingay; Highlands; Newcastle-on- 
Tyne; Richmond (two) ; and Woodham ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Chipping 
(two) ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


AGRICULTURAL RATES _ ACT, 1896 
(GRANTS TO LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 


Return [presented April 4th] to be 


printed. [No. 111.] 
COAL EXPORTS, ETC. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered March 2nd; Mr. David Aljred 


Thomas]: to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 112.] 
VACCINATION EXEMPTION CERTI- 
FICATES. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


{Address March 27th; Mr. Weir]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 113.] 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
MIDDLESEX). 

Copy presented, of Order made by tke 
County Councii of the County of Middle- 
sex rearranging the Polling Districts in 
the Uxbridge Parliamentary Division 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


OF 


PEACE PRESERVATION (IRELAND) 
ACT, 1881 (ORDERS). 

Copy presented, of an Order in Council, 
dated April Ist, 1905, adding Wicklow to 
the ports at which Explosives may be 
landed [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


CROWN’S NOMINEE ACCOUNT. 


Abstract Account presented, of 
Receipts and Payments of the Treasury 


R 
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Solicitor, in the year ended December 31st, 
1904, in the Administration of Estates on 
behalf of the Crown, and Alphabetical 
List of Intestates’ Estates in respect of 
which Letters of Administration were 
granted to the Treasury Solicitor as 
Crown’s Nominee, and of other cases 
{partial Intestacies, ete.), in which 
accounts were opened in the books of 


the Treasury Solicitor in the same year. 
in respect of moneys received by him as | 


Crown’s Nominee [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 114.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consuiar Reports, Annual Series, No. 3354 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Sale of Obsolete War Vessels at Chatham 
—Names and Prices. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what are the names of the 
vessels offered for sile by auction 
at Chatham this dav; which of them 
have been sold; and what was the price 
| realised in each case. 


obsolete 





| (Answered by Mr. Pretyinan.) The 
/names of the vessels offered for sale at 
Chatham, all of which were sold, and the 
"prices realised, are as follows :— 











Name. Description. Price realised. 
£ 
Simoom - - - 3rd Class Battleship 14,550 
Warspite - - - Ist Class Cruiser (Armoured) 18,150 
Northampton - - | do. au. 15,800 
Arethusa - - - 2nd Class Cruiser 7.600 
Galatea - - lst Class Cruiser 11,150 
Australia - - do, 10.950 
Severn - - 2nd Class Cruiser 7,100 
Mersey - - - do. 7,200 
Archer” - - - 5rd Class Cruiser $.850 
Cossack - - - do. 4.800 
Mohawk - - - do. 4.850 
Racoon - - - do. 4,150 
Barracouta - : do. 5,000 
Exmouth - - - Training Ship 4,100 
Renard -— - - 1st Class Torpedo Gunboat 2,900 
Gleaner - - - do. 2.600 
Pigmy - - - Ist Class Gunboat 2 000 
Redwing - - Coastguard Boat 1,250. 
Starling - - - 2nd Class Gunboat 1,600 
Bouncer - - - 5rd Class Gunboat | 740 
Royal Adelaide - Hulk | 3,500 
Victoria - - - | Coastguard Sailing Cruiser 665 
Beaver - - - | do. | 465 
Adder - - = do. 365 
Frances” - - “4 do. 365 
Neptune -— - | do. 320 
Margaret - - - | do, 345 
Delight - - - | do 370 
Squirrel - . - | Sailing Cutter 205 
Mary - - - do. 185 
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Discharge of Dockyard Employees at 
Portsmouth. 
Mr. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
LAYNE (Southampton): To ask the 


Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether the 
proposed discharge of dockyard em- 
ployees at Portsmouth can be deferred 
until the commencement of the summer, 
when it will be easier for unemployed 
men to obtain work than it is at present. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) Although 
it would not be possible, in the interests of 
the service, to adopt the hon. Member’s 
suggestion, the discharges will be carried 
out as gradually as possible, and every 
care has been taken to effect such 
reluctions as are necessary with the 
least possible amount of hardship. It 
is hoped that the number of discharges 
will not at any time exceed twenty-five 
ina week at Portsmouth. 


Maximum Wages of Provincial Sorting 
Clerks, Telegraphists and Postmen. 


Mr. PRIESTLEY (Grantham): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if in 
the fixing of the maximum wages 
of sorting clerks and _ telegraphists 
regard has been had to the relative 
cost of living in the different towns; 
end, if so, why the maximum of 
this class in Lincoln, Boston, and Peter- 
horough is 48s, and in Grantham, where 
the cost of living is higher than in those 
towns, the maximum is only 44s.; and 
why the Lincoln postmen are 2s. higher 
in their maximum than Grantham. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Hitherto 
the wages of sorting clerks and telegraph- 
ists in the provinces have been based 
solely cn the volume of business trans- 
acted at the particular office, but the 
cost of living also will in future be taken 
into consideration. If the sorting clerks 
and telegraphists or the postmen at 
Grantham desire to make any representa- 
tions to me respecting their pay | will con- 
sider whether any increase is warranted. 


Maximum Salary of London Tele- 
graphists. 
Capratn NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that the Civil Service Com- 
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missioners for a number of years immedi- 
ately following the Fawcett revision of 
salaries in the telegraph service published 
notices offering the prospect of a salary 
of £190 to London telegraphists; and, 
if so, whether he will state the number of 
officials who entered the service under 
these terms of service, and the number 
of persons receiving this paper of the 
Civil Service Commissioners who are now 
in receipt of £190 per annum in London. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) T am fully 
aware of the circumstance to which the 
hon. Member refers, but I do not think 
that any useful purpose would be served 
by giving the information for which he 
asks. The prospect of rising to £190 a 
year by promotion to the senior class 
still exists. with the difference that the 
maximuin has now been raised to £200 a 
year. Access to the class is obtained in 
the same manner as heretofore, namely, 
by promotion on the occurrence of 
vacancies. 


Pay of Learners in Enniskillen Telegraph 
Department. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he is aware that learners in the 
tele:raph departm:nt, Enniskillen. over 
the age of nineteen years, were paid 15s. 
to 1&s. per week during last summer for 
substituting the staff on leave; that, 
while considering the question of improv- 
ing the pay of this class, he has decided, 
as dating from Ist April. that alterations 
were to take place; and that, as a result 
of his changes, the learners have been 
offered 8s. 6d. and 10s. per week for the 
work previously recompensed by 15s. 
and 18s.; and, if so, whether he will 
explain the reason for this reduction. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
aware thit there are cases of the kind to 
which the hon. Member refers, and I have 
already issued general instructions that 
learners already employed as substitutes 
may be given the option of retaining 
their present varying rates of pay as 
learners and as substitutes in lieu of the 
constant rates for learners with two years 
service and upwards indicated in my 
announcement of the 28th uhimo. 


R 2 
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Sick Leave in the Post Office—Case of Mr. 
Bullamore. 


Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : To ask the Post master-General 
whether he is aware that a telegraphist 
named Bull:more submitted a certificate 
from a private doctor at Brixton, stating 
that he was suffering from post influenzal 
debility, and reeded further re-t; that 
the official m:dical adviser certified that 
Bullamore’s health was as usual, and no 
rest was required; that subsequently a 
specialist certified that Bullamore’s 
symptoms were genuine, and that he 
could only expect to get relief by pro- 
longed rest ard quiet, and that the 
medical department decline to act upon 
the advice of the specialist ; and, if so, 
will he state the attitude that his Depart- 
ment adopts towards the certificates of 
private practitioners. 


(Answerea by Lord Stanley.) I have 
received special reports respecting Mr. 
Bullamore’s health from his private 
medicxl attendant and from a specialist, 
as well as from the Chief Medical Officer 
of the Post Office, and an aural surgeon 
whom that gentleman consulted. [have 
decided, at the suggestion of the Chief 
Medical Officer, to lay the whole matter 


before the Medical Referee to the 
Treasury. As regards certificates from 


private practitioners, full cons:deration 
is given to them, but I am bound to be 
guided by the opinion of the medical 
officers of the Department in such matters. 
In cases of doubt the Medical Referee is 
consulted. 


Telegram handed in at Clones Rail Office. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he has made 
his promised nquiry into the circum- 
stances connected with the telegram 
handed in at Clones rail office on 4th of 
March; and, if so, will he state the 
result of his inquiry. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The reply 
is in the affirmative, and I have com- 
municated the result to the hon. Member. 


Tuberculosis— Loss Incurred by Butchers 
During 1904. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): To ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture can he give an approximate 
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statement of the loss incurred by butchers 
in 1904 from tuberculosis; and will he 
favour the introduction of a Billzon the 
subject this session. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) | 
am not in possession of the information 
desired by the hon. Member, and, whilst 
recognising the importance of the subject 
to which the Question refers, I am afraid 
that I could not hold cut any promise 
that the Government would introduce a 
Bill this session dealing with it. 


Sale of Adulterated Foreign Butter—In- 
spection in England. 

Mr. BRIGG: To ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture what foreign 
natious have inspectors in this country 
to» detect adulteration of their butter; 
and how many inspectors are there belong- 
ing to each nation. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
So far as | am aware, no foreign nations 
have inspectors in this country to detect 
adulteration of their butter. Several 
countries, including Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden, Hungary, Germany, and the 
United States have appointed agricultural 
representatives here, but their duty is 
rather to find fresh markets for their 
country’s produce, and to supply informa- 
tion as to the state of trade, than to detect 
adulteration. 


Income-Tax Assessments. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what were the number of assessments 
upon which income-tax was collected in 
each of the years ending 3lst March, 1903, 
1904, and 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 1 
am not prepared to go to the very large 
extra expense which would be entailed 
by the preparation of a Return showing 
the number of assessments collected by 
the 31st of Marchin the years mentioned, 
but the hon. Member will, I think, obtain 
sufficient information for any purpose he 
has in view from the Return promised by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to the 
hon. Member for East Edinburgh. 


Cultivation of Sugar Beet in Ireland. 
Mer. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that a scheme has been out- 
lined for the growth of sugar beet 
in the Sovth of Ireland; and 
whether, seeing that foreign beet growers 
generally obtain 9 per cent. of saccharine 
matter and a tonnage of twelve per acre, 
whilst it has been proved that beet 
grown in county Cork showed 19 per cent. 
of saccharine and a tonnage of twenty 
per acre, in view of these circumstances 
he will recommend the Department of 
Agriculture to support the commence- 
nient of sug*r beet growing in Ireland. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
|)epartment are aware that a scheme has 
been formulated for the growth of sugar 
beet and the manufacture of sugar in the 
South of Ireland. They are informed 
that the percentage of sugar in beet and 
the yield per acre on the Continent are 
much in excess of the figures quoted for 
foreign sugar beet in the Question. 
Roots with as much as twenty-four per 
cent of sugar have been grown on the 
Continent; and in some districts in 
Germany the whole crop will average 
seventeen to twenty per cent. of sugar. 
For the reasons given in answer to 
previous Questions on this subject, the 
Department are not prepared to recom- 
mend the growing of sugar beet in 


freland. 


Irish Fisheries—Scarcity of Fish. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
t.ry to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the complaints of the decline in the 
supply of fish around the Irish coast due 
to the destruction or disturbance of the 
young fish in the breeding waters, and 
also to the incursion of steam trawlers 
within the prescribed limits and to the 
absence of any close season; and, if so, 
whether he will have inquiries instituted 
into this question. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Com- 
plaints of the general decline of the 
supply of fish around the Irish coast 
have not been made, and would not, 
having regard to the quantities of fish 
landed, be justified. The question of 
trawling around the Irish coast has been 
most extensively dealt with. and at 
present there are about fifty by-laws in 
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' force restricting or prohibiting that mode 
of fishing in Irish bays and inshore 
waters. These by-laws are, on the 
whole, well observed. Breaches of their 
provisions have occasionally taken place, 
but since 1899 about fifty prosecutions 
have been instituted resulting, in most 
cases, in the infliction of substantial 
penalties. Although no actual close 
season has been fixed for any kind of 
sea fish, nevertheless certain regulations 
have in some instances been made which 
have the same effect as the establishment 
of aclose time. Ifthe decline of fish in 
any particular locality around the Irish 
coast be brought under the notice of the 
Department of Agriculture, an inquiry 
will be he'd if the circumstances are 
deemed to warrant it. 


Identification of Frozen Meat 
Imported into Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he has rm ceived copies of resolu- 
tions from the Irish Cattle Traders and 
Stock Owners Association and the Dublin 
Victuallers Association asking him to 
introduce a Bill to identify frozen meat 
imported into Ireland; and whether he 
will confer with the Vice-President of the 
Department of Agriculture respecting 
this measure. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
communication, dated March 27th, on 
the subject of the marking of imported 
meat has been received from the Irish 
Cattle Traders and Stock Owners 
Association, but no recent communica- 
tion appears to have been received from 
the Dublin Victuallers Association on the 
subject. No promise can be given as to 
the introduction this session of legislation 
of the kind suggested. 


Evicted Tenants Reinstated in County 
Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will give the names of the nineteen 
evicted tenants in county Kerry restored 
to their farms since the passage of the 
Land Act, 1903; the estates on which 
they are situated; and whether their 
restoration is due to the action of the 
landlord or of the Estates Commissioners. 








AAT 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) ed | 
appended list gives the information asked | 


for. The evicted tenants were reinstated | 
by the landlords. 


Questions. 





Name of Evicted Tenant. Estate of. 





Patrick J. Cronin - | Edward Murphy. 
Michael Dwyer - | John C. Hurley. 
Mary Curran - - | C. W. Warden. 
Michael Hussey - | 
Jeremiah Sheehan 
Patrick Neill - 
Tobias Delahunty  - | 
Bridget Doyle - . , 
Mary Cronin - 

Patrick Mahony - 
Laurence O’Sullivan - 
Timothy Sullivan - | 
Patrick Shea - | 
Michael Sullivan - | 
.Kate Sullivan - - | i" 
Michael Sheehan - | 
David Sheehan - | Bs 
Daniel Casey - ~- | D.C. Coltsman. 
Denis Healy - | McCartie. 


| 
| 
| 
| 





Police Patrol Duty in Ireland. 

Mr. BRIGG: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Treland | 
under what circumstances is the rule 
relaxed in Ireland which allows for the | 
patrol duty to be carried out singly and 
not in couples, 





ithe House of Lords, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
one-man day patrol svstem was extended 
to the country generally in June, 1904. 
In a few lccalities, however, two-men 
day patrols have been allowed owing to | | 
unrest in the neighbourhood or for other | 
special reasons, such as the preservation | 
of order on fair and market-days or the | 
detection of particular offences, 


Steamship Subsidies to the West Indies. 

Mr. BRIGG: To ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies to what extent is | 
the steamship subsidy of £40,000 per 
annum, which is given to the West Indies 
by England, applied for cheapening the 
cost of shipments of fruit to American 
ports. | 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) | 
No subsidy is granted by this country to 
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any steamer service between the West 
Indian Colonies and the United States 
ports. 


Newry Training Ground—Transfer of 2nd 
West Yorks Regiment from Belfast. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To 

ask the Secretary of State for War if 

he can state why the 2nd West Yorks 
battalion, stationed at Belfast, was 
div:ded and sent to Newry for field 
training; for what reason has the Black 


Mountain training, near Belfast, been 
abolished; and what is the cost of the 


training ground at Newry. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arno/d- 
Forster.) The General Officer Command- 
ing-in-Chief, Ireland, reports that thisregi- 
ment was ordered to Newry owing to the 
absence of sufficient barrack accommoda- 
tion at Belfast and difficulty of obtaining 
suitable ground for company training 
within reasonable distance of Belfast; 
that the Black Mountain is not suitable 
and is strictly preserved; and that 
nothing is paid at Newry for the ground 
worked over. 


Grievances of Pensioned Reserve Officers. 
Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): 


| To ask the Secretary of State for War 


why it was that the Committee appointed 


by the late Secretary of State to inquire 


into the grievances of the pensioned 
officers of the Reserve did not, as 
promised by the late Lord Hardwicke in 
lith May, 1901, 
inquire into the whole subject, and did 
not take evidence from the Reserve of 
officers; and whether, in view of the 


'fact that his predecessor admitted the 


existence of a grievance under which the 
/pensioned officers of the Reserve are 


| suffering, and that under the terms of the 


Royal Warrant in force in 1899 junior 
officers of the Reserve who had retired with 
gratuities were more highly recompensed 


i for their mobilised services than their 


pensioned seniors, he will say what steps 


| he proposes to take to redress the alleged 
| erievance resulting from this difference of 


treatment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
| Forster.) There appears to be some mis- 
apprehension on the matter. The Com- 
mittee in question was appointed to con- 


| sider the terms on which retired officersare 
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required to serve. This Committee had 
all necessarv information before them, and 
reported that it would be quite impossible 
to make the proposals they recommended 
retrospective. In these circumstances it 
will be undertood that no further steps in 
the direction suggested in the Question are 
possible. I may also call the hon. Mem- 
ber’s attention to a further statement by 
Lord Hardwicke on 7th August, 1903, in 
which he corrected his previous statement 
and explained that the Committee found 
themselves unable ‘“‘to recommend the 
idea of redressing the grievances of any 
particular officer.” 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Training of Seamen. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he can 
state the actual number of efficient 
seamen of twenty years of age obtained 
from each 1,000 lads entered at ordinary 
enrolling age; whether he can state the 
actual amount expended directly or 
indirectly on such 1,000 youths, including 
all expenditure on those who do not 
attain the age of twenty as able seamen, 
and can thus ascertain the total cost 
of each able seaman becoming fit for 
active service; and whether he has 
compared such cost with the expense 
incurred by the War Office in enrolling 
immature youths from civil life for the 
Army with the object of developing 
them into efficient soldiers. 


Tue SECRETARY to tae ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The number of seamen of 
twenty years of age obtained from 
1,000 entrants as boys is about 800. 
The total cost of a man to date of 
becoming A.B. is estimated at about £240. 
This figure includes cost of training, 
pay, victualling, and clothing, both for 
those who attain the rating of A.B. and 
those who do not. The Admiralty have 
no data which would enable any such 
comparison to be made as that suggested 
in the last part of the hon. Member’s 
Question. 





+ See ‘4) Debates, exxvii., 380. 
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Newfoundland Fisheries—British Cruisers 
on the French Shore. 


GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether any 
vessels of the Royal Navy are to be 
employed this season on the so-called 
French shore of Newfoundland; and, if 
so, whether they will be cruisers detached 
from the North American and West 
Indian Squadron, or whether they will 
be vessels specially commissioned for 
the purp-se. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The reply to the 
first part of the hon. Member’s Question 
is in the affirmative. As regards the 
latter part of the Question, the vessels 
detailed for the duty referred to are not 
drawn from the North American and 
West Indian Squadron but are detached 
from other services. 


Army Enlistment Statistics. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
I.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War what number of men have been 
enlisted during each month from October 
to April in 1897-8 and 1902-3. 


STATE ror 
Belfast, 


*Tue SECRETARY or 
WAR (Mr. ArNop-ForsTEr, 


W.): The numbers, excluding Colonial 
enlistments, were as follows :— 
1897-8. 1902-5. 

October - - 3,443 5.901 
November - - 3,165 5,527 
December - - 2,608 3,930 
January - - 4,077 6,105 
February - - 2,991 4,561 
March - - 3,054 3,414 
April - - 2,459 2,404 


Highland Light Infantry. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, with a view to induce 
Highlanders to join the Highland Light 
Infantry, he will consider the practica- 
bility of grouping the regiment with other 
Highland regiments with headquarters 
at Perth. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The High- 
land Light Infantry has been open for 
recruiting in all Scotland for more than 
three years, and therefore the suggested 
grouping with other Highland Regiments 
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would not appear likely to affect the re-| decision of the Army Council, he will 


cruiting in any respect. 


Mr. WEIR: Is there not a difficulty in 
getting Highlanders to enlist ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am in- 
formed that a large number of High- 
landers do join in the Lowlands. 


Mr. WEIR: A few days ago the right 
hon. Gentleman said the majority were 
Lowlanders ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, of the 
recruits obtained in the Lowlands the 
great majority are Highlanders. 


Royal Military College, Sandhurst. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud); I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War when he proposes 
to proceed with the enlargement of the 
Royal Military College, Sandhurst. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
in a position at the present moment to 
say when it will be possible to proceed 
with the enlargement of the Royal Mili- 
tary College. 


Sales of Infantry Regulation Boots. 

Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will inform 
the House how many infantry regulation 
boots were sold, by tender or otherwise, 
after the close of the South African War ; 
in what quantities the lots were offered ; 
and the average price obtained. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromLey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): No 
infantry regulation boots have been sold 
from store by tender or otherwise since 
the close of the South African War. A 
certain number of boots, mostly part 
worn, whose owners could not be traced, 
were recovered in South Africa and sold. 


Distress at Enfield. 
Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the distress 
prevailing at Enfield through the post- 
ponement of the carrying out of the. 


IT am not, 


‘consider the advisability, pending the 
‘decision of the Departmental Committee 


now sitting, of giving sufficient work to 
the Enfield factory to prevent any in- 
crease of distress. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Every 
effort will be made to prevent any 
increase of distress, but it is not pos- 
sible to give work to Enfield beyond 
the money available for payment of 
wages. All the men are at present work- 
ing short time, and the factory will 
continue to be closed on Saturday and 
Monday until the programme of manu- 
facture for the year is definitely ascer- 
tained. 


North Randfontein Mine—Coolie Dis- 


turbances. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will state how many Chinese coolies were 
concerned in the riot which took place 
at the North Randfontein Mine on April 
lst; what was the cause of the dis- 
turbance; what were the casualties 
among the coolies andamong the police; 
how many coolies were arrested ; and, it 
their trial has already taken place, what 
senteuces have been inflicted. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have made 
inquiry but have not yet received a 
reply. 


Transvaal Constitution. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when he expects that the new 
Constitution of the Transvaal will be 
promulgated; and whether, along with 
the Constitution, he will lay Papers and 
correspondence relating to its adjust- 
ment. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I would refer 
the hon. Member to my reply of yester- 
day} to the hon. Member for Poplar. I 
propose to lay, at the same time as the 
Letters Patent, such Papers as can be 
suitably given. 





t See page 310. 
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War Material Factories in India. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India if he will ascertain how 
many factories in India are at present 
engaged in the manufacture of war 
material, and the number of Europeans 
and natives respectively employed in 
these factories, 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
[NDIA (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I informed the hon. Member on 
March 23rd} that there are at present 
eleven factories in India engaged in the 
manufacture of war material. I will 
inquire of the Government of India as 
to the number of Europeans and of 
natives employed in the factories, 


Aliens in British and Irish Gaols. 

Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
3.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he can 
state the number of convicted prisoners 
of foreign birth who have been received 
in His Majesty’s prisons in Great Britain 
and Ireland during the year 1904. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
DoucLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : The 
numbers are :—In England and Wales, 
4.596; Scotland, 542; Ireland, 95; 


Total, 4,855, 


In reply to Mr. Keir Hardie’s Question 
as to proportion of aliens to prisoners 
of the native population, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas said :—The number of convicted 
prisoners increased by 22 per cent. 
between 1899 and 1903. But the number 
of aliens among them increased during 
that period by 68 per cent. 


Committals to Industrial Schools— 
Parents’ Liabilities. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
l)epartment how many orders have been 
made by the London magistrates against 
parents whose children have been com- 
mitted to industrial and truant schools 
during the last five years, and the amount 
of arrears still standing against such 
parents on the books of the department 
responsible for the collection of this 
money. 





+ See (4) Debates, exliii., 939. 
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*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I regret that 


I am unable to give the figures for five 
years ; but during the last three vears 
the total number of orders made in the 
Metropolitan distric. against parents 
whose children have been committed to 
industrial and truant schools was 3,171. 
The amount of the parental contributions 
still outstanding in respect of these orders 
could not be given without a detailed 
examination of the books, which would 
involve very great labour. I can, how- 
ever, give the total amount of parental 
contributions written off as irrecoverable 
during that period, which was £10,956 : 
while the amount which was collected 
was £13,544. These two latter figures do 
not include the amounts collected and 
written off cespectively by the London 
County Council in respect of cases at the 
Feltham Industrial School and at the 
three day industrial schools in London, 
viz., Drury Lane, Brunswick Road. and 
Penton Road. 


Questions, 


Licensing Compensation Authorities’ 

rocedure. 

*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
in the case of a licence which, after objec- 
tion by a member of the public, is 
reported to the compensation authority 
by the renewal authority as not required, 
he has yet taken any steps to secure that 
the objecting member of the public shall 
be heard by the compensation authority 
before that body comes to anv decision 
as to whether the licence in question shall 
or shall not be renewed; and, if not, 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of immediately taking such steps, seeing 
that the preliminary meetings of com- 
pensation authorities are in some counties 
already being held. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, Sir. It 
appears to me that, under the procedure 
prescribed by the Licensing Rules, 1904, 
there is every opportunity for the proper 
consideration of the public requirements 
in the execution of the duty imposed on 
the compensation authority by the Act. 
I have nothing to add to my previous 
Answer. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES said the whole point 
was that the licensing authority, before 








455 Questions. {COMMONS} 


they could refuse a licence, must hear the 
licensee who is affected, but thev may /| the Bank of England can effect the 
renew a liceace without hearing the | transfer by the procedure provided in 
member of the public who has raised the | the National Debt Act, 1870. I do not 
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stock who desires to have it inscribed in 





objection. It is not at all the same | think the difference of price of the two 
thing. stocks is owing to this cause, but to the 
hie aby fact t very li ruarantee 

Susie diaaaiiins }fact that very little of the Guaranteed 


| Land Stock ever comes into the market, 
ie Ot 2), CSC eee 


to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer) Hanley Telegraph Staff and Duties at 
whether the Chancery Fund Annuities, | Stoke. 
amounting to £2,324,516 a year, and the) Mr. SHAW (Stafford): I beg to 
Converted Annuities, amounting to/|ask the Postmaster-General whether 
£684,000 a year, expire in 1906; and ifit| he is aware that the telegraph staff 
is proposel to follow the precedent of! at Hanley are frequently required to 
1884 by creating fresh annuities for the | travel to Stoke to perform telegraph 
purpose of cancelling an equivalent capital | duties, a distance of two miles; that the 
amount of Consols. | practice has been to allow the men thirty 
| minutes for the purpose of journey from 


Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS (for Mr. | office to office ; and that the Department, 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN): The Annuities | 
in question will expire in the course of | 


next year. I cannot anticipate the 
arrangements to be made in future | 
Bud get Bis | 


as dating from 25th March, has declined 
to continue the custom; and, if so, 


‘whether, seeing that a duty of divided 


attendances is completed in two different 
towns, he will explain why the alteration 


| has been made. 


*Mr. McCRAK: Is it not necessary for 
the Government to proceed by legislation | 
previous to the time the annuities expire ? | 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): I 


| am inquiring into the matter, and I will 
| q g 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS asked for 
notice of that Question. 


Irish Land Stock. 

Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) : | 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the} 
Exchequer whether he can inform the | 
House why Irish Land Stock, redeemable | 
in 1921, is domiciled only at the Bank 
of Ireland, whereas the stock, redeemable 
in 1933, is domiciled at both London and 
Dublin, with the result that the earlier 
issue stands about two points below the 
later issue owing to its having a more 
restricted market. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS (for Mr. 
AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN): Guaranteed 


Land Stock under the Purchase of Land 
Act, 1891, was issued by the Irish Land 
Commission direct to Irish landowners, 
and was most conveniently inscribed in 
the books of the Bank of Ireland. 
Guaranteed 2} per cent. stock under 
the Land Act, 1903, was issued for public 
subscription and inscribed partly at the 
Bank of England and partly at the Bank 
of Ireland. Any holder of the earlier 





communicate the result to the hon. 


Member. 


' The Government and the National Tele- 


phone Companys Employees. 

Lorp BINGHAM (Surrey, Chertsey) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether his attention has been called to 
the dissatisfaction existing among the 
staff of the National Telephone Company 
as to the uncertainty of their position 
under the recent agreement with the 
company as regards their transfer to the 
Post Office service in the event of the 
purchase of the company’s system in 
1911; whether he has received any re- 
presentations on the subject; and what 
action he proposes to take in the matter. 


Lorpv STANLEY: I am aware that 
some anxiety exists among the staff of 
the National Telephone Company, and | 
have received two memorials from differ- 
ent classes of the staff pointing out the 
difficulties of their position in view of the 
fact that the agreement for the purchase 
of the company’s system imposes n0 
definite obligation on the Government to 








fh 


—- ntivime cA we as of ae SS ok ee oe ee ee 





Lin ae 


—_— ee 





457 Questions. 


offer them employment in the Post Office ’ 


service after 1911, and asking that deputa- 
tions may be received to make further 
representations on the subject. These 
memorials are receiving my careful con- 
sideration, and I hope to be able shortly 
to receive the proposed deputations. In 
the meantime | may, perhaps, say, with- 
out in any way pledging my successor, 
that, in view of the extent and nature of 
the business of the company to be taken 
over, I think it only reasonable to sup- 
pose that it may probably be found 
necessary to transfer to the Post Office 
service all efficient members of the 
executive staff previously required by 
the company for its proper performance. 
Those persons who are appointed to the 
established staff of the Pcst Office will at 
once benefit by the conditions as to pen- 
sion which apply to that staff, but I cannot 
hold out any hope that operators and 
other classes who are not entitled to any 
pension under the conditions of their 
present employment in the company’s 
service can be allowed to have the period 
of that service taken into account in 
reckoning their Post Office pensions. In 
the case of those members of the staff 
who contribute to the present pension 
fund, it is expressly stipulated in the 
agreement that any obligation arising out 
of their service previous to the transfer 
falls to be met by the company. It will be 
open to the Committee which will, I hope, 
soon be appointed to consider the agree- 
ment to hear representations of the com- 
pany’s staff, if they think it desirable to 
do so; but I ought to add that the agree- 
ment with the company has been signed, 
and cannot now be modified in any 
respect. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
asked if the noble Lord would agree to 
the appointment of a special labour re. 
presentative on the Committee so as to 
make sure that the interests of the em- 
ployees were properly safeguarded @ 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. The Com- 
mittee has been nominated in the usual 
way. I had representations made to me 
us to placing certain representatives on 
it and I at once acceded to the request. 
I think the Committee will fairly repre- 
sent all sections in the House. 
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Australian Mail Contracts. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is now in a position 
to make a statement in regard to the 
Australian mail contracts ; and, in view 
of the inconvenience to Australian 
merchants and others, whether he will 
urge an early settlement of the question 
by the Australian Government. 


Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Member 
will have seen, as I have, a statement in 
the Press that an arrangement has been 
arrived at between the Australian Govern- 
ment and the Orient Line for a fortnightly 
service. No confirmation of this contract 
has as yet reached either the Post Office 
or the Colonial Office, but I sincerely 
hope the report will turn out to be true. 


Cost of Telephonic Communication 

between London and Paris. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he can see his way to reduce the present 
charges for telephone messages, eight 
shillings for three minutes conversation 
from London to Paris, to two shillings 
and sixpence for three minutes conversa- 
tion over the same line; what is the 
estimated loss on such a reduction; and 
whether the line is now fully employed. 


Lorp STANLEY: The charges for 
telephonic conversations between London 
and Paris are fixed by International 
agreement, and I do not feel able to 
propose any reduction. The service is 
necessarily a costly one, owing to the 
exceptional nature of the land lines and 
cables required, and the limited amount 
of traffic which each line will carry. At 
night conversations for six minutes at the 
charge of eight shillings are now allowed 
to regular subscribers, and this arrange- 
ment, which may work out ata good deal 
less than a farthing a word, has been 
found useful to journalists in both cities. 
I do not think the demand for conversa- 
tions is restricted by the present charges, 
as the lines are fully employed during 
business hours. If the charge were 
reduced from eight shillings to two 
shillings and sixpence per conversation 
there would therefore, I think, be a 

_ proportionate reduction of revenue. 
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Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Is not a | deposits up to a shilling, and if he will, 
very large profit made at the present | for the convenience of children who are 
rate ? depositors, give instructions that half. 
penny stamps may also be received in 

Lorp STANLEY : I do not know if it | numbers not less than two. 
is large, but I believe there has been a 


profit. Lorp STANLEY: Although the stamp 
deposit forms were intended to bear 
London and Paris Post Office Orders. twelve penny stamps, it is not the 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg) practice to refuse them when stamps of 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether | other values are affixed in the proper 
he is aware that a money order for ds, | Spaces, provided the total value of the 
obtained in a Paris post office and | stamps on a fori is one shilling. 
payable in London costs less than Id. ; 
(10 centimes) for commission, whereas a London Boards of Guardians and the 
Post Office money order from London to : CeemnEeee- 

Paris for the same amount is charged 6d.|__ Mr. CROOKS: I beg iy ask the 
commission ; and whether he can see his | President of the Local Government 
way to make a reduction in this charge. Board whether he can inform the 
House of the amount expended by each 

Lorp STANLEY: The hon, Member | beard of guardians in Loxdon out of the 
is under 2 misapprehension as to the | ocal rates for the relief of distress caused 
commission charged in this country for | by lack of employment for the last four 
the issue of a money order for 5s. months. 
yavable in Paris. It would be 4d. only, | : Saal 
8 the case of any money order for a | THe PRESIDEN fT or THE LOCAL 
sum not over £1 payable abroad. The | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Gerratp 
rates of commission for such orders were | BALFoUR, Leeds, Central): [am not at 
reduced last year after exhaustive con- | Present in a position to give this infor- 
sideration: and I am not prepared to | ation, but I will see what particulars 





make further reductions |of the kind desired can be furnished in 
connection with other information which 
Egyptian Postal Rates. | I propose to obtain with reference to 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg to ‘the relief of distress during the past 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he | winter. 
is aware that penny postage is in opera- | s 
tion from this country to Malta and | _ MR. BENN (Devonport) : Does the 
Aden; and whether he — will open | right hon. Gentleman propose to present 
negotiations with the Egyptianauthorities ie —— _ ~ work of the Unem 
for the extension of the penny post to | P*OYe senaenaiih 


Egypt. Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under. 

Lorp STANLEY: I am fully aware | stand that a Report is being drawn up 

that the penny rate of postage applies to by the Committee, and when i have — 

letters sent from this country to Malta | }% I will consider whether it shall be laid 
’ on the Table. 


and Aden. That rate was specially 
established as a means of facilitating : ae 
postal communication within the British | Borrowing Powers of Municipalities. 

Empire; and Egypt is not in the same Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Can- 
position as the Colonies and Protectorates | berwell, Peckham): I beg to ask Mr. 


included in the scheme. Chancellor, of the Exchequer if he will 
é : consider the advisability of placing a 
Savings Bank Deposits. limit upon the borrowing powers of 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg to | municipalities. 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that two halfpenny postage stamps) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: _ The 
in leu of a penny stamp will not be re- | Chancellor of the Exchequer has asked 
ceived on the savings bank’s forms for|m»+ to reply to this Question. I am 
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afraid that I could not undertake to 
propose legislation with the object which 
my hon. friend has in view; but I may 
mention that the greater part of the 
loans raised under the general law by 
the councils of municipal boroughs and 
urban and rural districts are raised 
under the Public Health Acts, and that 
these Acts place a limit on the borrowing 
powers which they confer on local 
authorities. 


Nitrogen-Producing Bacteria. 

Sir WALTER PALMER (Salisbury) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether his attention has 
been drawn to experiments which have 
been carried on in America with a view 
to the propagation and use upon the 
land of nitrogen-producing bacteria ; 
whether he is aware that certain rights 
relating to the method of preparation 
of these bacteria are the property of the 
United States Government, and that 
that Government is distributing packets 
of these bacteria free of charge to any 
farmers who apply for them, and that 
the result of such distribution has been 
beneficial for farming; and, if so, can he 
say whether any rights relating to the 
preparation of these nitrogen-producing 
bacteria would prevent His Majesty’s 
Government from adopting a_ similar 
course ; and, if not, whether he is pre- 
pared to recommend that a similar free 
distribution be adopted in this country. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Attwyn  FEL- 
Lowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : Yes, 
my attention has been directed to the 
interesting experiments to which my 
hon. friend refers, and we have published 
some articles on the subject in our 
monthly journal, with copies of which I 
shall be happy to supply him.  Ex- 
periments as to the value of nitrogen- 


producing bacteria are now being carried , 


out under our auspices by several of the 
agricultural colleges in this country, and 
so soon as the results are known we 
shall consider what further action in 
the matter can be taken in the interest 
of British agriculturists. I understand 
that the process of producing and cul- 
tivating the bacteria has been patented 
by the United States Department of 
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Agriculture, but I gather that the De- 
partment do not propose indefinitely to 
continue its gratuitous distribution. 
There appears to be nothing to prevent 
the manufacture and sale of the material 
in this country. 


Questions. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
Will the benefit of the experiments ex- 
tend to Ireland ? 


*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: Yes, Sir. 


Members Smoking Room 

Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brent- 
ford): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether he is 
aware of the difficulty Members of this 
House frequently find in procuring seats 
in the smoking-room ; and whether he 
could see his way to recommend some 
improvement in the accommedation now 
provided. 


Lord BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The First Commissioner is 
quite aware of the limited accommodation 
at the House for hon. Members wishing to 
smoke, and much regrets that more space 
is not available. Additional chairs have 
lately been provided; but there seems no 
Way at present of finding extra room. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the noble Lord represent to the 
First Commissioner the desirability of 
utilising one of the rooms of the Library ? 


Lorp BALCARRES: I do not think 
the First Commissioner would accede to 
that suggestion. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
Why not take one of the rooms from 
the House of Lords which are not used 
at all ¢ 


Lorp BALCARRES: Those rooms do 
not come within the province of the 
First Commissioner. 


Scottish Fisheries—Cruisers for 
Police Duty. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 
Lord- Advocate whether he is aware 
that the Board of Admiralty are now 
offering for sale obsolete war vessels; 
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and will he consider the desirability of 
securing one cr more such vessels for 
sea police duties in the Moray Firth and 
on the seaboard of the Western High- 
lands and Islands of Scotland. 


*Toe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Diexson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
Secretary for Scotland does not think 
that obsolete war vessels could be 
either competently or economically em- 
ploved in the service referred to by 
the hon. Member. 


Scottish Congested Districts Board. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, seeing that the Prime Minister 
has expressed the opinion that more 
funds are desirable and could be use- 
fully emploved for the purposes of the 
Congested Districts Board (Scotland), will 
he arrange to conier with Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer with a view to secure 
the allocation of additional funds. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Secre- 
tary for Scotland does not propose at 
present to apply to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for additional funds for the 
purposes referred to by the hon. 
Member. 


Irish Agricultural Department 
Endowment Fund. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg toask the Chief Secretary 
tothe Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will furnish a Return showing, with 
dates, the names ard positions of any 
officers who have received payments ovt 
of the Endowment Fund of the Insh 
Agricultural Department since its  in- 
ception, stating 1» each case the reasons 
for such payment. 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have entered into 
negotiations for the purchase of any 
untenanted lands in the county Water- 
ford; and whether they have already 
acquired any tract of such land, and how 
much, with a view to providing new 
holdings for evicte | tenants. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
mis-ioners are negotiating for the pur 
chase of about 300 acres of untenanted 
land in the county. 


Iveagh-Pirrie Motor Scheme. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Sceretary to the Lord-Lieutenant oi 
Jreland whether he can state what is 
the cause of delay in putting the Iveagh- 
Pirrie motor scheme into operation at 
Clonaslee, Queen’s County, the inhabitants 
having petitioned in favour of its aduption 
in the district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This Question 
is one entirely for the promoters of the 
scheme. I have no information on the 
subject. 


Mountmellick Petty Sessions Clerkship. 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuie.ant 
of Ireland whether Sergeaut Fitzsimons 
is candidate for the position of petty 
sessions clerk at Mountmellick; and 
whether it is in accord with the Police 
Code and the rules an dregulations of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary that a member 
of the force should canvass magistrates 
for their votes in connection with an 
appointment not yet declared vacant. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: 


Sergeant 


' Fitzsimons is not a candidate for this 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror TRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristo!, 8.) : 
This information will be collected and 
communicated to the hon. Member; but, 
for the reason stated vesterdavt, I do 
not propose to lay the Return on the 
Table of the House. 


Untenanted Lands in County Waterford. 
Mr. POWER (Watertord, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 





| See page 319. 


appointment, and has not canvassed the 
magistrates for it. 


Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, as Section 6, 14 and 
15 Vie. (1851), prescribes that upon the 
suspension of any clerk of petty sessions 
the sub-inspector of constabulary or the 
head constable of the district shall take 
charge of the books and papers, he will 


state why Sergeant Fitzsimons was 
appointed to substitute the petty 
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sessions clerk of Mountmellick who has 
been suspended. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The section 
provides that either of the officers 
mentioned ‘or such other person as the 
Justices shall authorise ”’ shall take over 
the books, ete., on the suspension of the 
clerk. Sergeant Fitzsimons was duly 
authorised by the Justices under that 
provision. 


Irish Teachers Grievances. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the Secretary to the 
[Irish National Education Board has 
written to a teacher stating that, under 
the operation of the new rule 127 (b), 
the teacher’s salary may be reduced from 
£140 to £56 per annum; whether there is 
any other branch of the public service in 
which, when reforms are being effected, 
the men who have spent their lives in the 
service are so sacrificed; and whether, in 
the working of this rule, steps will be 
taken to insure that no teacher at present 
in the service will be injuriously 
affected. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The manager 
of the Aughrim Boys’ and Girls’ National 
Schools was informed on the 21st March 
that if the average attendance at the 
boys’ school fell below thirty-five the 
salary of the principal teacher would be 
reduced from £130 to £116 per annum, 
and that if the average fell below 
twenty it would be reduced to £56 per 
annum; but he was told at the same 
time that rule 127 (b) applied only to 
future enrolments, and it was suggested 
that the best coarse to adopt would be 
to amalgamate the boys’ and girls’ 
s:hools, making the master the principal 
of the combined school. If this were 
done the salary of the master would not 
be reduced, but, on the contrary, would 
be increased, and he would become 
eligible for promotion to the highest 
grade of teachers, as the average attend- 
ance at the combined school would be 
over seventy. The salary of the mistress 
would remain, as at present, under 
special Treasury sanction. I may add 
that I will take the earliest opportunity 
of thoroughly invest'gating this matter, 
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and I would ask hon. Members to be 
good enough to defer any further 
(Questions on the subject until after the 
Kaster recess. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is it 
not the fact that 160,000 children under 
eight veirs of age will be transferred 
under this rule, and that the Treasur: 


will thus effect a saving of £75,000 
vearly. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The duty of 


the Treasury is to see that the public 
money is properly spent without injustice 
either to the public or to the emploved. 


Irish Public Bodies Order—Mayo Protests. 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mavo, N.}: { beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received resolutions from the Mayo 
County Council and the Mayo District 
Asvlum pointing out the inconvenience 
and expense that would be involved in 
putting the new Public Bodies Order into 
practice, and the unworkable character 
of many of its provisions, especially in 
regard to district asylums; and whether, 
in view of the fact that the Orders now 
in force, which were devised by the 
Local Government Board itself, have 


given satisfaction generally, the new 
Order will be withdrawn. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The resolu- 


tion of the county council merely asked 
permission to adopt a special form of 
book, and this application will receive 
consideration. The resolution of the 
district asvlum committee was to the 
effect stated, but the Board pointed out 
in reply that no changes had been made 
in the system of asylum accounts which 
were not rendered necessary by recent 
legislation or were not suggested by 
experience. It is not intended to with- 
draw the Order. 


Killasser (Swinford) Unemployed. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland why 
the men whose names have been sent in 
to the Local Government Board from 
the parish of Killasser, Union of Swin- 
ford, have not yet been put on relicf 
works, 
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The Roard 


have authorised the employment of the | 


representatives of sixty-five families in 
this parish. 
Kilmeedy National Schools, Limerick. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 


the Lord-Lieut: nant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the manager of the 
national schools in Kilmeedy, county 
Limerick, applied to the Board of) 
National Education in Ireland for a 
grant-in-aid to build new schools there, 
which was promised in December, 1903 ; 
that subsequently, in 1904, the Board 
made it a condition that the boys under 
eight years of age attending the schools | 
must be sent to the girls’ school, and 
that, in the event of the average daily 
attendance in the boys’ school not 
warranting the appointment of an assist- 
ant, the boys’ and girls’ schools should be | 
amalgamated, to which condit ons the 
manager refused to comply; if he can 
state what was the reason for insisting 
on these conditions after the promise to | 
give the grant-in-aid had been made; 


what was the character of the inspector’s | 
report of the present schools for three 

vears previous to the application for the 

grant-in-aid ; whether, between that time 

and the date on which the aforesaid con- 

ditions were made for the obtaining of 

the grant, did any change for the worse 

take place in the character of the schcols ; 

and whether he will take steps to remove | 
these conditions to enable the schools to 
be built. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The manager 
applied for a building grant, but no 
premise to accede to it was made by the 
Commissioners. He was informed that, 
in the event of his application being 
favourably entertained, the infant boys | 
should be sent to the girls’ school; and, | 
further, that it was expected that he | 
would amalgamate the boys’ and girls’ | 
schools if the average attendance of boys | 
did not warrant, within a reasonable time, | 
the appointment of an assistant teacher. | 
The character of the inspector’s report | 
on the instruction imparted in these | 
schools for the three years previous to | 
the receipt of the application for a build- | 
ing grant was satisfactory, and no falling | 
off in the efficiency of the teachers has 
since been reported, 
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Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state whether, 


if the conditions required by the Board 


of National Education in Ireland for 
obtaining a grant-in-aid for the building 
of the Kilmeedy National Schools were 
complied with by the manager and the 
male and female schools amalgamated, in 
the event of the boys’ school not warrant- 
ing the appointment of an assistant, 
would the principal teacher of the female 


‘school be reduced to the position of 


assistant; and what effect would that 


have on her present position as teacher, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If the con- 
ditions referred to were complied with 
and the male and female schools were 


_amalgamated, the principal teacher of 
'the female school would be reduced to 


the position of assistant teacher; but, 
under special regulations sanctioned by 


the Treasury, she would retain her 
| present grade salary. 
Irish Railway Goods Rates. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 


|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 


is 
aware that, under the Act amalgamating 


the Waterford and Limerick Railway 
|with the Great Southern 
| Railway Company, the latter were bound 


and Western 


to give facilities to the public equal to 
those enjoyed by them previous to the 
amalgamation, and that, since the 
amalgamation, the rate per ton for tea 
from London to Rathkeale, via Waterford, 
has been raised from 44s. 10d. per ton 
per 


steps to see that the terms of the Act 
in this respect are carried out. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Act pro- 


‘vides that the actual rates charged on 
| 30th June, 1900, shall not be increased 
| without the consent of the Railway and 


Canal Commissioners. The Department 
are not aware of any instance, in which 
this provision has been contravened. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire if the facts 


‘stated in the Question are not correct 4 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: Certainly, 
but if they are it seems to me that 
the people aggrieved have the power of 
appeal open to them. If they prefer, 
however, to open communications through 
the Government I will consider it. 


Limerick Malicious Damage Claims. 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that upon 
the hearing of two claims by farmers 
for compensation for malicious destruction 
of hay, at Limerick Quarter Sessions last 
week, Head-Constable Doherty expressed 
the opinion that the hay was burned on 
behalf of the applicant, whereas County 
Court Judge Adams rejected that opinion, 
which he said was unsupported by any 
tittle of evidence, and awarded the 
claimant compensation; and whether, 
with the view of preserving the in- 
dependence of the Constabulary, he will 
direct a full inquiry to be made into the 
circums‘ances under which the police 
officer made these unfounded allegations. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reports 
that I hive received in this matter are 
not sufficient to enable me to reply to 
my hon. friend’s Question to-day, and 
I would ask him to defer it until Monday 
next. 


Moher Relief of Distress Scheme. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state why the solicitors acting for Lord 
Charles Beresford refused to allow the 
construction of the proposed Moher relief 
of distress road in county Cavan. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The reason 
given by the solicitors was that the con- 
sent of their client to the construction of 
the road had not been obtained, and that 
the road would only benefit a few 
people. 


In reply to a further Question by Mr. 
Vincent KENNEDY— 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the consent 
of the landlord was very properly 
required before these works could be 
undertaken. ‘The relief of distress had 
besa dealt with with great liberality. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Will 
you make representations to Lord Charles 
Beresford on the subject ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: They have 
been made direct. 
Belfast and London Mail Service. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General if he can say 
how long have the negotiations between 
himself and the railway companies in 
reference to th: proposed change in the 
mail between Belfast and London already 
taken; and when he thinks they will be 
completed. 


Lorp STANLEY: I bave for some 
time past been in communication with 
the railway companies respecting an 
improvement in the mail service from 
Belfast to England, but I am afraid I 
cannot say when a decision will be 
arrived at. I should perhaps explain 
that | am endesvouring to arrange for 
a later despatch of the present mail by 
the Larne and Stranraer route, as the 
improvement which could thus be effected 
_would be more general than that to be 
gained by the establishment of a new 
‘service via Greenore. As the hon. Mem- 
ber is aware, several companies are 
concerned in the service by this route, 
and more time is therefore occupied in 
the negotiations. 


Mr. SLOAN : How long have the com- 
munications been going on ? 
STANLEY: 


Lorp Since November 


last year, 


Local Authorities (Qualification of 


omen) Bill. 
Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in 
view of the majority of the House 


(in favour of the Second Reading of 
the Local Authorities (Qualification of 
Women) Bill on Friday last, he will 
give facilities for the further progress of 
the measure this session. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr, A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I am afraid 
I cannot hold out any hope of special 
facilities. As the hon. Gentleman is no 


S 
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doubt aware, it is not usual to promise 
them to private Members except in the 
case of non-contentious Bills, and these 
cases are exceedingly rare. 


The Aliens Bill. 

Mr. FORDE RIDLEY: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can now state the date of the intro- 
duction of the Aliens Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I can 
promise that this Bill will be introduced 
the week after next, at all events I see 
no obstacle at present in its way. 


Vaccination of Public Servants. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that candidates for the public service are 
not allowed to take up appointments un- 
less they have been vaccinated: and, 
seeing that this regulation penalises can- 
didates who object to vaccination, will he 
so amend the regulations as to make it 
competent for sich persons to secure 
their appointments. I hope the Question 
is now in the understanding of the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ob, yes, Sir; 
I have always understood the hou. Gen- 
tleman’s Questions on this subject, but I 
have had some doubts as to whether he 
always understood my Answers. All I 
can say in reply to the hon. Geatleman’s 
Question is that, in the opinion of the 
authorities, vaccination is a surgical or 
medical operation which ought to be per- 
formed. Until that decisior is reversed, 
I do not see any reason for altering the 
rule which at present exists in the Civil 
Service. 


Mr. WEIR: Then will the right hon. 
Gentleman induce the Local Government 
Board to see that a supply of pure 
glycerinated calf lymph is afforded to 
every medical man ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: 
is being done. 


Mr. WEIR: 


I believe that 


It is not. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: At any rate, 
the supply of pure vaccine lymph is quite 
sufficient tor the Civil Service, 
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Scottish Congnaien _Dyeinte Amendment 
lil. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 


Lord of the Treasury, seeing that 
the Congested Districts (Scotland) 


Amendment Bill is supported by all 
Highland Members, will he make arrange- 
ments with a view to secure its Second 
Reading before Easter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that I cannot find the time asked for. 


Ministers and Company Directorships. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I bez to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Mr. Gerald Loder, the newly 
appointed Junior Lord of the Treasury, 
who isa director of four companies, of 
which one is the London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Company, and 
another the Standard Bank of South 
Africa, will retain these directorships or 
any, and, if so, which of them in con- 
junction with his position of a Minister 
of the Crown in the Finance Department 
of the Government; and, if s), on what 
grounds can the retention of these 
directorships, or any of them, by Mr. 
Gerald Loder be justified. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman asked substantially the 
same Question on a previous occasion, 
I do not think I have anything to add 
to the Answer I thea gave. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : Cannot che 
right hon. Gentleman say ‘“‘ yes” or 


“no” to mv Question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must say when | 
read the Question on the Paper this 
morning it appeared to me to be the 
same Question as was put yesterday. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, Sir, it 
is not the same (Juestion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. 
Member point ou: the difference, 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: In the 


forme: Question { asked about four 
directorsaips In this I refer to two 
specific ones, the holding of which I 
contend is not consistent with his 
position. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The four included 


the two. The Question is the same as 
the previous one, but if the hon. Gentle- 
man thinks there is something in it, not | 
covered by the Answer, he had better 
frame another and more specific Ques- 
tion. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, Sir, 
I will. 


Sale of Butter Bill. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the fact that the Sale of 
Butter Bill has been discussed during the 
last two sessions of Parliament, he will 
take the Second Reading of it an an early 
day, with the view of having it passed 
into law this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Although I 
cannot name a day for the Second Read- 
ing, I hope the Bill will be passed this 


session, 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake to have 
the Second Reading before Easter ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


promise. 


I can make no 


Early Closing (Saturday) Intoxicating 
Drinks (Ireland) Bill. 

Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): 1 beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will give facilities, this session, to pass 
the Early Closing (Saturday) Intoxicating 
Drinks (Ireland) Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must ask the 
hon, Gentleman to accept as an Answer 
to this Question the reply I have just 
given to the hon. Member for Devonport. 


Sparkbrook and Enfield Factories. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he can 
state when the Departmental Committee 
upon the Sparkbrook and Enfield Small 
Arms Factories is likely to report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There was no 
Departmental Committee on these 
factories, but there was an Inter-Depart- 
mental Committee on a larger question | 
with which the factories are connected. | 
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I cannot promise any day for their 
Report. 


Royal Commission on Church Disorders. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he {can state 
when the Report of the Royal Commission 
now sitting on Church Disorders will be 
issued. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: A _ similar 
Question was addressed to me on 2l1st 
Februaryt. The Committee will report, I 
believe, in the course of the year, but I 
have no power either to retard or hasten 
their deliberations. 


The Prime Minister and the Retaliation 
Resolution. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 

Boroughs): I desire to ask the First Lord 


_ of the Treasury a Question as to which I 


have communicated with him privately— 
whether his attention has been called to 
the statement made last night by the 
Patronage Secretary to the Treasury, in 
reply to a Question put by an _ hon. 
Member on this side of the House as 
to the Retaliation Resolution passed by 


‘the House last week, that he had com- 


municated to the Prime Minister what 
passei, and whether the right hon. 
Gentleman wishes in any way to, modify 
or withdraw the statement he made in 
the House last week that the sole know- 
ledge he had of that Resolution was 
derived from the Question put to him 
by the hon. Member for Oldham on the 
subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have asked 
my right hon. friend the Patronage 
Secretary what passed last night, and I 
think the hon. Gentleman opposite may 
be under some misapprehension. The 
Question of the hon. Member for Oldham 
related to the terms of the Resolution 
and what passed in regard toit. [Oppost- 
TION cries of ‘‘No.”] I was not ac- 
quainted with its terms, and my right 


/hon. friend did not inform me of its 


terms. He was not himself aware of 
the fact that the Resolution was passed 
nemine contradicente, and therefore he 
could not give me information which 
was not in his possession. He did tell 


t See (4) Debates, exli., 780. 
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me that there had been a debate, and 
he elso informed me that my conduct 
had been the subject of animadversion 
in a conversation that arose after twelve 
o'clock at night. He did not tell me 
what had been said about me, because 
he knows I have no interest in that 
subject. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he still 
adheres to his statement that his sole 
knowledge as to what appeared to have 
taken place was derived from the Question 
of the hon. Member for Oldham ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was the sole 
knowledge relative to the Question of the 
hon. Member for Oldham. I have told 
the House what my right hon. friend 
the Patronage Secretary did give me 
information about. If the House thinks 
that that was relative to the Question of 
the hon. Member, then I misled the 
House; but I do not think it was relative 
to it. 


CapraIn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Does 
the right hon. Gentleman live up in a 
balloon ? 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman tell us, as he 
says he did not know the terms of the 
Resolution, whether it is not his habit to 
read the Order-book of the House ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I did not know 
the terms of the Resolution, because 
there was really no reason why I should 
make myself acquainted with them. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: There was not. 
I am sure that the hon. Gentleman, if 
he had been Leader of the House, would 
have made himself acquainted with them. 
1 did what I thought was necessary in 
the circumstances in which I was placed. 
And what were those circumstances 2 
They were these, that I had explained, 
at great length, to the House that in my 
judgment these continued Motions on 
one question brought our proceedings 
into some ridicule and that I meant to 
have n> more to do withthem. That 
being the case, what was there blame- 
worthy in my conduct ? 


There was. 
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Mr. BRYCE: If I may venture to 
say so, I will not trouble the right hon, 
Gentleman with any further Question, 
being quite satisfied with things as they 
stand. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had 
discharged the following Member from 
serving on the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and M inufactures, in respect of 
the Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) 
Bill: Sir Charles Dilke; and _ had 
appointed in substitution: Sir Thomas 
Roe. 


Mr. Hatsry further reported; That 
they had discharged the following Member 
from serving on the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures ;— 
Mr. Tennant; and had appointed in sub- 
stitution: Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[Lorps]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 

second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 142.] 


MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT 
(1882) AMENDMENT BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 143.] 


PRIZE COURTS BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [B ll 144.] 


NEW BILLS. 
PUBLIC HEALTH (No. 2) BILL. 
“To amend the Law relating to the 
qualification and tenure of office of 
Medic.1 Officers of Health and Inspectors ; 
and for other purposes,” presented by 
Dr. Hutchinson; supported by Mr. 
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William Abraham, Sir Walter Foster, 


Mr. Ernest Gray, Colonel Legge, Mr. 


Whittaker, Mr. Fenwick, Major Jameson, 
and Sir John Tuke; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 146.] 


LUNACY ACT AMENDMENT (LONDON) 
BILL. 


“To authorise the London County 
Council to provide receiving houses for 
the reception of persons mentally afflicted 
or alleged to be of unsound mind, and to 
authorise the detention of such persons 
in such houses, and for other purposes 
connected therewith,” presented by Sir 
John Tuke; supported by Mr. Burns, 
Mr. Benn, Mr. Claude Hay, Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Brigg, and Dr. Hutchinson; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 147.] 


PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS (REGISTRA- 
TION) BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to the 
qualification and registration of Parlia- 


mentary Voters, and for other purposes | 


relating to Elections,” presented by Mr. 
Cremer; supported by Mr. bell, Mr. 
Broadhurst, Mr. Burt, Mr. John Burns, 
Mr. Crooks, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Archur 
Henderson, Mr. John Johnson, Mr. 
Parrott, Mr. Shackleton, and Mr. John 
Wilson (Durham); to be read a ‘second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 148.] 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


“To provide for the Registration of 
Firms and Persons carrving on business 
under trade names,” presented by Mr. 
Emmott; supported by Sir James Heath, 
Sir William Holland, and Sir Walter 
Palmer; to be reid a second time upon 
Friday, May 12th, and to be printed. 
[Bill 149.] 


COUNTY COURTS BILL. 


‘To amend the Law relating to County 
Courts,” presented by Sir Albert Rollit ; 
supported by Sir James Woodhouse, Sir 
William Holland, Mr. Brynmor Jones, 
and Mr. J. A. Thomas; to be read a 
Second time upon Friday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 150.] 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (REPORTS OF 

MONEY COMMITTEES). 
| : Motion! made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Proceedings on the Reports 
of the Committee of Ways and Means and 
Committees authorising the expenditure 
of Public Money, other than the Com- 
mittee of Supply, may be entered upon 
‘at any hour after Midnight, though 
‘opposed, and shall not be interrupted 
under the provisions of the Standing 
House.” —(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he felt bound to offer opposition to 
the Motion, and he would like to point 
out that no reasons whatever had been 
advanced for that infraction, as he might 


‘call it. of the Standing Orders of the 


House. Nothing had been alleged to 
warrant the Motion which the right hon. 
Gentleman had just made, neither had he 
told them for what purpose the Order was 
required or whether there was any Billof 
such a pr’ssing character which rendered 
it desirable or necessary to pass it. He 
would like the House to bear in mind 
that they weve now living under the 
Standing Orders of 1902, which seriously 
curtailed the opportunities of private 
Members, and which enabled the Govern- 
ment to monopolise nearly the whole of 
the time of the House. It has been cal- 
culated that last ses:ion the Government 
took no less than seven-eighths of the time 
of the House, leaving only the remaining 
eighth for private Members, and now 
they were proposing a Rule which would 
still further limit the opportunities of 
private Members. Again, it should not 
be forgotten that the House agreed to 
meet at two o’clock—an early hour and 
extremely inconvenient to many Mem- 
bers—on the condition that as a rule they 
should not be kept in the House after 
midnight. He therefore looked upon 
this proposal which would keep Members 


| after twelve o’clock as an infraction of 


the contract under which their prcceed- 
ings were now governed, and he did think 
that before they passed such a Resolution 
some reasons should be advanced in 
support of it. 


Under the Standing Orders the 
Twelve O’clock Rule could be sus- 
| pended only for business which came 
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within four categories, namely, Bills | against the” Resolution, but against the 
which originated in Committee of} way in which it had been proposed. The 


Ways and Means, proceedings in pursu- 
ance of Acts of Parliament, proceedings 
in pursuance of Standing Orders, 
and proceedings excepted by special 
Motion made by a Minister of the Crown. 
Again, there was a provision rendering 
it necessary that a Bill so dealt with 
should be under consideration at the 
time of the interruption of business, but 
this it was now proposed to do away 
with by a Sessional Order, and he ven- 
tured to suggest it constituted a very 
strong departure from the spirit of the 
original agreement. When the Standing 
Orders of 1902 were introduced they 
were led to believe in their finality, but, 
as a matter of fact, there was no finality, 
and both last vear and the year before a 
similar Motion to this was made which 
further restricted the rights of the 
House, further interfered with the con- 
venience of Members, and at the same 
time considerably enlarged the powers 
of the Government. The Prime Minister 
had given the House to understand that 
he did not intend to stay after midnight, 
and if he went a large number of Members 
would naturally follow his example, with 
the result that these important questions 
would be discussed in a depleted House. 

He would like to ask one or two Ques- 
tions. Why was this Resolution required ? 
What sort of Bills was it intended to 
refer to? Was it intended to facilitate 
the further creation of irregular debt 
which was concerned with public works ? 
If so, then he thought that the House 
should strongly resist it. He wished to 
put the matter as strongly as possible, 
and he complained, first, that no reason 
was given for this Motion ; secondly, that, 
if there was a reason, the objects or 
nature of the Bills to come under it 
should be specified; and thirdly, his 
suggestion was that the proposal con- 
stituted a very serious infraction of 
the bargain made with the House 
when the Standing Orders of 1902 were 
passed. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would, before the debate 
closed, give them some explanations on 
those points. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he certainly thought that the House 
was bound to make a protest not only 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 





right hon. Gentleman had moved it 
simply by a nod of his head as if it were 
a mere matter of course. But it was 
nothing of the kind; and the right hon. 
Gentleman, having spent so much time 
in the year 1902 on a brand-new set of 
Standing Orders, certainly ought now, 
when he was proposing, without explana- 
tion and without any justification 
whatever, a new Sessional Order, to be 
called upon to state his reasons. Before 
a vote was taken he ought to tell them 
for what particular business it was desired 
to suspend the Twelve O’clock Rule. 
Th's was a Sessional Order which would 
entirely override the new Standing Orders 
passed after so much discussion only two 
years ago. In 1903 this Sessional Order was 
carried by a majority, but in opposition 
to the wishes of a very considerable 
minority. In 1904 it was again proposed, 
but it was unanimously rejected by the 
House of Commons, and, therefore he 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman 
Was in a position to quote any precedent 
for his present proposal, One of the 
chief arguments raised in the House in 
support of the Twelve O’clock Rule was 
that it would prevent Supply and other 
financial business coming on after mid- 
night, and it certainly had been a per- 
fect scandal that business of that nature 
should be dealt with in the early hours of 
the morning when the House was depleted, 
when proper discussion could not take 
place, and when there was no probability 
of the proceedings being repcsrted. Now 
the right hon. Gentleman was proposing, 
almost at the beginning of the session, a 
Sessional Order which would operate for 
the whole session, and which would 
enable him to take very important busi- 
ness after midnight. He was making 
this proposal without a single word of 
explanation, and hon. Members who 
wished to safeguard the rights of private 
Members, especially in regard to the dis- 
cussion of financial matters, should most 
vigorously protest against this proceed- 
ing. He would not, indeed, be surprised 
if the Motion were defeated as last year, 
but whatever its. fate, he hoped that the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who had 
done most valuable service in the past 
in protecting the rights of disscussion in 
that House, especially on financial 
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matters, would receive the support which ' 


he deserved. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, EK.) said he hoped 
there would be no opposition to the pass- 
ing of the Order, which he was sure was 
for the convenience not merely of the 
present or of future Governments, but of 
the Hovse itself. It was perfectly true 
he did not introduce the Resolution by 
any statement of reasons, and why did 
he not do so? The right hon. Gentle- 
man who had just spoken had referred 
to it as if it hed never been heard of 
before, and he had not dealt with its 
antecedent history. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I said it was 
passed in 1903 and was again brought 
foward last year and defeated. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said that the right 
hon. Gentleman certainly had carried the 
history back to 1903, but the Resolution 
was one which in substance, and even in 
terms, had been passed, he believed, with- 
out any discussion, debate, or objection 
by different Administrations over a long 
period of years. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: We are now 
under new rules. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOURsaid it was perfectly 
true that new rules had been brought in 
and they were not yet finished. They 
were never intended to be a complete 
settlement of the regulations regarding 
the business of the House for all time. 
He was not asking the House to make 
this a Standing Order, because that 
would necessarily involve a long>r debate. 
He woud like to point out that this 
Order differed from its predecessors in 
one important respect. Under its cld 
form Reports of Supply were tv>ken away 
from the operation of the Twelve O’clock 
Rule, but now Reports of Svpply were 
left under it. It would bein the memory 
and experience of many hon. Members 
how Reports of Supply had had to be 
dealt with in the small hours of the 
morning, but now the greater purt of the 
financial business ot the House was 
altogether outside the purvew of this 
Sessional Order. The Budget Bll was 
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exempted from the Twelve O’clock Rule, 
but most of the financial busin>ss, ard 
especially Reports of Supply, was not 
touched bv it. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
No, but then vou have automatic closure 
for Reports of Supply. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, in conclusion, 
said he was sure that all sections of the 
Heuse would desire that this Sessional 
Order should be passed. It would not be 
to the advantage of either on» Party or the 
other, bu: it would be for the convenience 
of the whole House, and, under the cir- 
cumstances, he trusted that they would 
not further occupy time which it was 
desired to allocate for the discussion of 
other business, 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
the Prime Minister had not answered a 
single one of the Ques‘ions put by the 
hon. Member for King’ Linn. Every- 
ching depended on the Bills involving 
money which the Government intended 
to introdu‘e during this session. Un- 
doubtedly, some important Money Bills 
were to be introduced. They had had it 
from the Government that it would be 
neces ary to have a Military Works Bill, 
and a Naval Works Bill this session, and 
it was within their memory that these 
Bills were usually introduced very late in 
the session, and that the most important 
portion of the discussion on them always 
took plece on the Report of the Resolution 
on which they were founded. Now, this 
Sessional Order would enable that step 
to be entered upon after midnight, and 
he thought that would seriously militate 
against the proper consideration of these 
questions. Those Bills were, after all, 
kind of supplementary military and 
naval budgets, and it was most impott- 
ant that the House should have full and 
ample opportunity of discussing the 
financial bearing of the Bills at a reason- 
able hour of the evening. He, therefore, 
hoped that the Prime Minister would be 
able to exempt from the operation of 
this Sessional Order those important 
subjects. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked if the 
Prime Minister would state what Bilis he 
intended to deal with under this rule. 
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He presumed they would be the Con- 
solidated Fund Bill, the Appropriation 
Bill, the Naval Works Bill, and the 
Military Works Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
Resolution would undoubtedly apply to 
all four of those Bills, and he did not 
think there was anything wrong in that. 
He would like to point out that there 
were very full and ample opportunities of 
discussing the Military and Naval Works 
Loans Bills on their various stages. In 
his opinion the Motion was in the 
interests of public business, and was for 
the convenience of hon. Members. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said it was quite clear that the 
number of measures affected by the pass- 
ing of this Resolution wou!'d be unusually 
large this year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
So. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said three 
more Bill would be affected than last vear. 
There would be the extra Consolidated 
Fund Bill—and in passing he should like 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman when he 
proposed to introduce it—and_ there 
would be the Loan Bills for Naval and 
Military Works. The right hon, Gentle- 
man had stated that there were full 
opportunities of discussing Bills founded 
upon Resolutions in the Committee of 
Ways and Means, but he would remind 
the House that in the discussion of all 
Bills founded on such Rvsolutions, they 
had found themselves at every sub- 
sequent stage hampered and __ tied 
by the terms of the Resolution itself. 
In view of that he thought it was 
desirable that there should be an 
opportunity for discussion before mid- 
night. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It does not 
touch the Committee stage of the 


Resolutions at all. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said it 
touched the Report stage, which was 
equally important. ‘This was another 
illust:ation of the policy of the rght hon. 
Gentleman in treating all financial Bills as 
mere formalities. If the Report stage 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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were unimportant let it be cut away 
altogether, but if they were going to 
maintain the rights of the House let them 
maintain them to their full extent. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
not one of the Questions put to the Prime 
Minister in regard to the Motion had been 
satisfactorily answered by the right hon. 
Gentleman, and if he had exhausted his 
right of s»eech in that debate it was to 
be hoped that the Secretary to the 
Treasury would be put up to give further 
explanations. He would like, in the 
first place, to ask how it was that last 
year they got through so well after 
defeating unanimously a Resolution of 
this kind. Did not that experience show 
that the Resolution was quite un- 
necessary ? Then, again, why had it been 
put down for that day ? Was there so.ne 
reason in regard to the discussions on the 
War Office Votes which rendered it 
necessary that it should be taken that 
afternoon? Thirdly, he would like to know 
why the Resolution was so widely drawn, 
The Resolution was much too widely 
drawn. The House was willing to give 
all necessary facilities for specific busi- 
ness, and not one of the hon. Members 
who had spoken on that point but had 
admitted in principle that it might be 
necessary with regard to some of their 
besiness to take some step of this kind. 
But this Resolution wovld include any- 
thing. It would include a new transac- 
tion like the Cunard Agreement that they 
had a year or two ago, and was rather 
too widely drawn to receive the assent 
of the Housc. This Resolution was a 
bad exainple of the hustling of money 
business which the Prime Minister had 
adopted on every occasion. All dis- 
cussion of money business had either 
been greatly abridged or entirely de- 
stroved, and he thought the House ought 
to draw the line. Tnis would, he con- 
sidered, be a very good occasion upon 
which te do it, and he asked the Prime 
Minister to withdraw this Resolution 
altogether and bring in one in more 
moderate terms. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Xirkealdy Burghs) 
said he begsed to oer his humble 


protest against any proposal—especially 
one of this kind—which — viclated 
the sanctity of the Twelve O'clock Rule. 
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When the new rules under which they 
met at two o'clock were submitted to 
the House, the strong argument of the 
Prime Minister was that they would be 
atle to get away at twelve o'clock, and 
they would know if they were going to 
be kept late. At the time, some of them 
expressed the opinion that the cld system 
would go on, and that they would never 
be sure when the business of the House 
was going to end. If hon. Members 
looked at the Business Paper it was 
practically impossible to say when they 
could get away at twelve o’clock at 
night, and here they had the Prime 
Minister actually recommending _ this 
proposal to the House because certain 
Bills could not be commenced until 
after twelve o’clock at night—a most 
preposterous suggestion. He thought 
they had a right to complain that in 
every possible way, and session after 
session, raids were being made vpon 
the time of the House and upon the 
time of hon. Members. Were hon. 
Members on the other side aware that 
they were supporting a Resolution which 
would be taken full advantage of, 
probably before many sessions were 
over. What would hon. Members do then ? 
Would they suppert the Government of 
the day? As far as he was concerned, 
he should, even if he was alone, vote 
against any proposal that the House 
should sit after twelve o'clock at wight. 
His experience was that sitting after 
twelve o’clock was not good for the 
temper of the House, nor was it 
good for public business, and he ven- 
tured to say that no Leader of the 
House, who gave an impartial opinion, 
would be inclined to support late 
sittings. There was no reason why they 
should, without any notice at all, be 
called upon to sit after twelve o’clock 
ai night on any occasion when the 
Patronage Secretary or the First Lord of 
the Treasury decreed that they should 
do so. It was the uncertainty against 
which he protested, because it necessitated 
hon. Members going to the trouble of 
inquiring whether or not the Govera- 
ment were going to take the Report stage 
of a money Bill. He was surprised at 
the light-heartedness with which the 
ritht hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
talked of the Report stage, which had 


always been regarded as being equal in 
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importance to the Committe? stage. In 
the first place it was the reconsideration 
by the House of the proposals before the 
Committee, and, in the second place, it 
gave hon. Members an opportunity of 
replying to the case which was put 
forward by the Minister. It would be 
a very bad day for the House when 
tne Report stage was looked upon as 
merely a mecnanical matter and as being 
of no importance at all. The right bon. 
Gentleman said it did not apply to Supply, 
but would he undertake that at a later 
period of the session he would not include 
Supply in a similar Motion. 


of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. DALZIEL: Yes, but the right 
hon. Gentleman will guillotine, and the 
right hon. Gentleman, if I am not mis- 
taken, included Supply at a later period 
of the session last year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That was 
done under the Standing Order. 


Mr. DALZIEL went on to say that, 
as far as the Report stage of Supply last 
session was concerned, they had no Report 
stage. What happered was that they 
had the Committee stage, and then, week 
after week and month after month, the 
Report stage was postponed only to be 


taken under the operation of the 
guillotine. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


Member asked me for an undertaking 
that I will not take the Report stage 
of Supply after twelve o'clock. I will 
give the undertaking. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the right hon. 
Gentleman gave that undertaking withthe 
proviso that he would take it when the 
guillotine stage was reached, which was 
a very ingenious way of saving that he 
would postpone the Report stage until it 
could te taken after twelve o’clock with- 
out discussion. What they were doing 
on that occasion was in the first place to 
make another attack upon the Twelve 
O’clock Rule, and in the second place they 
were practically doing away with the 
Report stage of these measures, because, 
although at the present moment only 
money Bills might be involved, they 
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knew that in the long run this Re- 
solution would be carried — session 
after session until the Report stage 
was always ‘a'en after twelve o’clock 
at night. Really no case had been pre- 
sented to the House for this proposal. 
There was no urgency, and the right hon. 
Gentleman was not so anxious to get 
forward legislation as to entitle him to 
ask them to s't after twelve o'clock 
at night to deal with these money Bills. 
He had an idea that perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman intended to 
clear up the money business as soon as 
possible on top of the Budget, and then 
go to the country and ask for a fresh 
lease of power. He did not know whether 
that was in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
mind in bringing forward this Resolu- 
tion at the present time. If the right 
hon. Gentleman stated that he had that 
notion he would get the Resolution 
passed without the slightest opposition 
on that side of the House. His point 
was as to the uncertainty on the part 
of Members on that side of the House 
in regard to whether the Government 
were going to take money Bills or not. 
The Government ought to give them 
some pledge that they would indicate 
the time when these stages would be 
taken, or when they intended that the 
House should sit after twelve o'clock, so 
that they might have an opportunity 
of expressing their opinion on that 
point. In order to secure that some 
public attention should be given to the 
Report stage of these measures, he would 
move as an Amendment to insert in line 
4 of the Resolution after the word 
“may” the following words: ‘ At least 
two days notice having previously been 
publicly given,” Tf the right hon, Gentle- 
man would undertake to give them at 
Question time, two days before, notice 
when the Report stage would be taken, 
he would not consider it necessary 
to press his Amendment, but he con- 
sidered that the House should at all 
events have forty-eight hours notice. 


{COMMONS} 








of the House. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield} seconded the Amend- 
ment. 
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Amendment proposed— 

‘** After the word ‘ may,’ to insert the words 
‘at least two days notice having previously 
been publicly given. ’—(.VWr. Dalziel} 


Question proposed, ** That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Gentleman is reasonable when he 
asks that these matters should not be 
suddenly sprung upon the House late 
at night without any knowledge on the 
part of hon. Members that we were 
going to ask them to sit beyond midnight, 
but I think he is unreasonable when he 
asks for forty-eight hours notice. I 
should be quite prepared to say I would 
not take the Report stage on any one of 
these Bills in reply to a Question. Will 
hon. Members undertake to put a Ques: 
tion forty-eight hours beforehand ? 


Mr. DALZIEL: I would rather the 
right hon. Gentleman undertook to an- 
nounce and give notice the day before. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 


deavour to do that. 


will en- 


Mr. DALZIEL: If we set down a 
Question he might not be in a position to 
give an Answer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well, I 
will endeavour to give twenty-four hours 
notice. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Then I beg to with- 


draw my Amendinent. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 241 ; Noes, 
174. (Division List No. 102.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Mr. Da'viel. 


| Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O 

| Arrol, Sir William 

Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | 

| Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 

| Baird, John George Alexander | Banner, John 8. Harmood- 


Balearres, Lord 
| Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 


' Banbury, Sir Frederick George 





af- 
\d- 


he 


ll 


a 
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Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bull. William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Cuimpbell, Rt. Hn J A Glasgow) 
Campbell, J. H.M(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. (Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W( Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Dowa, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir J. C. 


Doughty, Sir George 


Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn. Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R. B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip S (WarwickS. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William * 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. ~F(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ml’s 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Graham, Henry Robert 


| Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, 


| Long, Col. Chas. W. 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’ ndery 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Statfords.N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge Sir Robert 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F(She field, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Hredecick William 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 





Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End | | 
Lawson, John Grant (YorksNR | 


Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Laveous: Gower, Frederick N.S | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
(Evesham 
Long, Rt. HnWalter( Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. (Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. | 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Lan 

Maxwell, RtHnSir HE(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W. J. H(Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morpeth, Viscount 


| aw-Stew: Si 

| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead | Shaw Stewart, Sir H ( 
2 Legge, 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFredDixon | 





Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


of the House. 


Mount, William Arthur 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham ( 

Myers, William Henry 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 

Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 

Pretyman, Ermest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Zenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
2obinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
2utherford, John (Lancashire) 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 

Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
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Bath) 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


William Edward T. 

Renfrew) 

| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, H. C( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Sir E (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Stroyan, John 

| Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Sharpe, 


| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Turnour. Viscount 

Waker, Col., William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 


Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) | 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R(Bath 
Wolf, Gustav Wilhelm 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.F.. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, §.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas | 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Fredk. 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Divies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) | 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) | 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Guest, Hn. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | 
Harcourt, Lewis | 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


NOES. 


Harrington, Timothy 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michacl 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hobhouse, ©. E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


| Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 


Hutton, Alfred EF. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 


| Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 


Law, Hugh Alex(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John GordonSwift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Col. John (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 


| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’ Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
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" of the House. 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
| Alexander Acland-Hood and 
| Viscount Valentia. 


| Partington, Oswald 
Paulton. James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John F.( Waterford) 
' Reid.Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thos. (W.Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj. J.E. B(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt Hn CR( Northants) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe ) 
Tennant, Harold Jobn 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas,J. A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J.W(Worcestershire,N 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Gibson Bowles and Mr 
Buchanan. 


Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil | Parrott, William 


Ordered, That the Proceedings on the 
Reports of the Committee of Ways and 
Means and Committees authorising the 


expenditure of public money, other than 
the Committee of Supply, may be entered 
upon at any hour after midnight, though 
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opposed, and shal! not be interrupted 
undcr the provisicns of the Standing 
Order. Sittings of the House. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1995-6, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceediag £10,101,000, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the charge for the pay, &c., of His 
Majesty’s Army (including Army Re- 
serve) at home and abroad (exclusive of 
India), which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1906.” 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question 
proposed, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,100,500, be granted for the said 
Service.”—(Mr. Malcolm). 


*Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
he wished to refer briefly to the question 
raised by the hon. Member for Stow- 
market in regard to the position of the 
Highland Light Infantry. The main 
point of the matter had been hardly 
understood. It referred to the disability 
which the regiment was under in being 
brigaded with Lowland battalions. One 
result of that was that in future the 
officers and men of the Highland Light 
Infantry which, after all, was a Highland 
regiment, and hitherto had been linked 
with the other Highland regiments, 
would be interchangeable with the Low- 
land battalions with which they were 
brigaded. It would be seen that that 
would strike a serious, almost a vital, 
blow at the esprit de corps of a Highland 
regiment, and he was quite sure that the 
recruiting for the regiment would suffer. 
While on this subject he also wished to 
put the case of the Argyll and Sutherland 
regiment, now stationed at Aldershot. 
That distinguished regiment had been for 
a long number of years on foreign service, 
and immediately on their return home 
they were sent out to the South African 
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War. Ontheir return from South Africa, 
instead of being sent to Scotland, they 
were transferred to Aldershot, where they 
had been ever since. There they were 
stationed at Longmoor, which was an un- 
reclaimed swamp, and the ground was 
so bad that the men could not even get 
a suitable place to play football. He 
dared say that it was accidental that the 
regiment was stationed in so unsuitable 
a place; but what he wanted to know 
was why Scotch regiments, and specially 
Highland regiments, were not stationed 
in the Highlands. He had been rather 
surprised to hear his right hon. friend 
say that it was always easy to get High- 
land recruits, no matter where Highland 
regiments were quartered all over the 
United Kingdom. Unfortunately, the 
population of the Highlands was not 
what it used to be, but something might 
be done to improve that state of things ; 
and certainly the Highland regiments 
should have every opportunity of getting 
recruits in those parts of the country 
with which they had been identified for 
so very many years. 


His right hon. friend said that there 
was not barrack accommodation in the 
Highlands for the Highland regiments 
and that it would be an _ expensive 


matter to provide it, an expense 
which could not be faced at the 
present moment. Everybody knew 


that; but the Government were spend 
ing £3,500,000 in providing barrack 
accommodation in South Africa. Now, 
it was common knowledge that self-gov- 


ernment was to be shortly given to 
the new South African Colonies; and 


what did the Imperial Government want 
with barrack accommodation there for 
between 20,000 and 350,000 _ troops. 
Surely some of the money spent in 
South Africa for barracks might be far 
better spent in the United Kingdom, 
especially in the Highlands. Ideas had 
changed enormously as to what barrack 
accommodation should be. Formerly it 
was thought that barracks should be put 
up only at the headquarters of a regi- 
ment; but they should be put up in a 
healthy part of the country, economically, 
with every convenience for the troops 
and where recruiting could be carried 
on. He was sure that suitable sites 
could be obtained for such barracks in 
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the Highlands. The Highland regi- 
ments had so much to recommend them 
for their great services, their prestige, 
and their historical associations that every 
opportunity should be taken to encourage 
them—and not run counter to their 
traditions. 


* THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLD-ForstEr, Belfast, W.) 
thought hon. Members were labouring 
under a misconception. There seemed to 
be an idea that a change had been made, 
or was in contemplation, which would 
result in the movement of officers or men 
from one battalion to another. That 
was a mistake. He was fully alive to the 
importance of maintaining the traditions 
which were inseparably associated wiih 
the Highland battalions, and if he were 
not a competent guardian of those tradi. 
tions, there were plenty of Scottish officers 
at the War Oilice who would be quick to 
express the view the hon. Member for 
the Stowmarket Division had expressed. 
The compulsory transfer of officers or men 
from the Highland Light Infantry to 
another battalion, Lowland or Highland, 
would be against the law, and was abso- 
lutely outside the contemplation of the 
War Ofiice. There had never been any 
suggestion of the kind, and nothing of 
the kind came within the terms of the 
Order. 


The Appendix to the Army Order 
referred to regimental districts grouped 


geographically for the purposes of 
administiation. As far as the Army 
Order was concerned, there was no 


intention of grouping the regiments 
therein referred to into corps or brigades, 
nor transforming regimental depots into 
large depots. The Army Order did not 
deal with regimental depots, but with 
geographical districts which were placed 
under the command of brigadiers for 
more economical and better military 
supervision. The facts were that under 
th> Report of the Esher Committee it was 
decided to institute a new administrative 
officer who was charged with duties 
which were not connected with tiain- 


ing and command, and a certain 
number of administrative districts 
had been formed in the United 


Kingdom, end, naturally, they had been 
formed on g-ographical considerations. 
He would not go imto the question 


Mr. Ainsworth. 
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whether it was wise or not in 1881 to 
place the depot of the Highland Light 
Infantry at Hamilton: but thev had 
to deal with the existing buildings 
and accommodation. They had to 
appoint two general officers for Scot- 
land for administrative purposes, and 
districts had been assigned to them. 
He did not think that any one, however 
anxious he might be about the reputa- 
tion, solidarity, and uniformity of the 
Highland regiments, could seriously 
object to their depot which was in the 
Lowlands being administered by a 
general officer quartered in the Lowlands. 
Beyond that the War Office did not go. 
He trusted the Committee would accept 
this explanation in good faith, because it 
was really the whole story. 

If he was pressed as to whether it 
would be desirable to have Highiand 
regiments quartered in the Highlands, all 
he could say was that that was a part of 
the proposal he had desired to submit to 
the House. He would like to see territorial 
regiments quartered in every part of the 
United Kingdom, and he believed the 
time would come when they would see 
that. Hon. Members might accept his 
assurance that there was no intention 
whatever to make any change to the 
detriment of the Highland regiments, 
but he could not give a promise that the 
buildings which had existed at Hamilton 
since 1881 should be taken away and 
placed elsewhere. 


*Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (Wieton- 
shire) said that although he felt con- 
siderable sympathy with the speech of 
the hon. Member for Stowmarket Divi- 
sion, he would appeal to him on more 
than one ground not to divide the House 
on this question. In the first place, it 
was hardly consistent with the record 
of the Highland Light Intantry that 
all these administrative details should 
be discussed in the House. The officers 
and men of the Highland Light Infantry 
were not children ; they would doubtless 
be content if their sentiments were 
understood by the House, and would do 
their duty in whatever part of the Wing- 
dom they were called upon to serve. 
After all, it was not these Highland bat- 
talions, but the depot that was involved, 
and, as the right hon. Gentleman had 
stated, the Order would not affect the 











10 
it 


re 
> 


OO OR SOS Sa al 





497 


Army 


brigading of the battalions upon active 
service ; it was merely for administrative 
purposes. 


Another reason why he _ thought 
a division undesirable was that there 
were limits beyond which the inter- 
ference of this House with administrative 
details might be rather mischievous 
than otherwise. No doubt advantage 
did sometimes arise from such discus- 
sions, as was seen when the Cardwell 
scheme was on the Table in 1881, and 
the absurdity of brigading the Came- 
ronian regiment with the Cameron 
Highlanders was pointed out, with 
the result that the arrangement was 
cancelled. He might remind the 
Committee that when the territorial 
scheme was instituted considerable 
liberties were taken with the Scottish 
Lowland Regiments. He was not a 
Highlander, but a lLowlander, and 
if he had been speaking 150 years 
ago he would probably have had to 
thank God he was not a Hignlander. 
But the feeling between the Highlands 
and the Lowlands was very different 
now, and he believed that nothing had 
contributed to bring about that change 
and to unite the Highlands and Lowlands 
of Scotland so much as the action of the 
Highland regiments on the field of 
Assaye and the sands of Egypt, and in 
those seven years of war which began at 
Vimiera and ended at Waterloo. Con- 
siderable changes were made in the 
Scottish Lowland regiments. All the 


regiments were put into trews—in spite ; : 
"i P . ye’ lander, had spoken about the feeling 


of the opposition of the Scottish Members. 
There was nothing more alien to a 
Lowlander than tartan trousers, and 
those regiments had worn the trews ever 
since. 


He trusted enough had been said 
and that the Committee would accept 
the assurance of the Secretary of State 
that there was no_ intention 
ever of doing what some had feared, viz., 
transferring officers and men from one 
battalion to another in the Hamilton 
depot. The right hon. Gentleman might 
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it was found possible to provide depot 
accommodation for the Highland Light 
Infantry north of the Highland Line, it 
would give the greatest satisfaction to all 
coacerned. The question of ethnology and 
ethnography must not be pushed too 
far, but as it had been stated that the 
Highland Light Infantry did not consist 
in great part of Highlanders, he might 
say that, according to a return of the 
recruits enlisted at Hamilton during 
the present quarter, out of eighty-seven 
recruits three were English, and four 
were Irish; one was born in India, and 
one in Australia ; the remaining seventy- 
eight were born in Scotland, and twenty- 
seven of them in the Highlands. He 
trusted, however, the right hon. Gentle- 
man would consider the susceptibilities 
of the Scottish people, a somewhat 
irritable race, holding very strongly 
to their old traditions, but easily con- 
ciliated if consideration was shown to 
their feelings. 
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*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
the hon. Baronet had spoken a great 
deal about kilts and trews, but that 
was not the question before the Com- 
mittee. The question of kilts was settled 
the other day by the Prime Minister 
announcing that it was not the intention 
of the War Office to make any change. 
The question now at issue was one, not 
of clothing, but of officers and men. 
He might say that on the maternal 
side he was a Highlander. The hon. 
Baronet, who declared himself a Low- 


between Highlanders and Lowlanders 
as though they would now fall on one 
another's neck. The hon. Baronet 
evidently did not know the H'ghland 
character. That, however, was not the 
matter before the Committee. What 


‘they had to discuss was the attitude 


what- | 


bear in mind, however, that there was | 
a strong desire on the part of this gallant | 


regiment, which was second to none in 
its roll of victories, to be more closely 


associated with the Highlands; and if, 
by any means, with reasonable economy, | Highlands of Scotland, viz., the Ist 


of the War Office towards the Highland 
Light Infantry by grouping the Regiment 
in the Lowlands of Scotland. The Secre- 
tary of State had said he had no intention 
to remove officers or men from one 
battalion to another. There was not 
sufficient barrack accommodation in 
Scotland for Highland and Lowland 
regiments. It was a disgraceful state 
of affairs that there was only one 
Highland Regiment quartered in the 
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Boyal Highlanders, whos: strength is 
591 of all ranks. Money had been 
squandered in South Africa and in erect- 
ing barracks at Hong-Kong, but the 
War Office should look at home first, 
and not wander over the face of the earth 
to throw away money on costly bar- 
racks. The country was led to suppose 
some time since that the territorial 
system would be adopted, and the 
system would, no doubt, have facili- 
tated recruiting in the Highlinds. 
Highlanders fought better with High- 
Janders than with a mixture of 
Highlanders and Lowlanders, or with a 
mixture of Englishmen or Irishmen. On 
the 29th of last month, in reply to a 
Question which he put, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War said that very few of the Highland 
Light Infantry were Highlanders. What 
did the rght hon. Gentleman say last 
nght in reply to the hon. Member for 
Stowmarket ? He said that the majority 
of them were Highlanders. How did 
the right hon. Gentleman reconcile 
those two statements. Apparently he 
knew nothing about it. To say that 
very few of them were Highlanders was 
all the more disgraceful. At first it was 
understood that the grouping of the High- 
land Light Infantry at Hamilton would be 
only a temporary arrangement, but now 
it was proposed to make it permanent. 
On'y that day he asked the Secretary of 
State for War whether, with a view to 
induce Highlanders to join the Highland 
Light Infantry, he would consider the 
practicability of grouping the regiment 
with other Highland regiments with head- 
quar ersat Perth. The right hon, Gentle- 
man replied— 

‘The Highland Light Infantry has been open 
for recruiting in all Scotland for more than three 
years, and therefore the suggested grouping with 
other Highland regiments would not appear 
likely to affect the recruiting in any respect.” 


He should be very much surprised if 
Scottish Members quietly accepted the 
statement made by the Secretary of 
State for War that this matter would 
receive every consideration, It would 
never receive consideration, This year 
the right hon. Gentleman led the House 
to believe that this was only a tem- 
porary arrangement but now he had 
made it a permanent arrangement. The 
right hon. Gentleman had suggested 


Mr. Wear. 
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changing the nomenclature of Hamil- 
ton, but was that course likely to 
satisfy a Highlander? Let the Highland 
Light Infantry be grouped, say, at Perth 
or Fort George with other Highland 
regiments. It was not essential that 
they should be grouped at Hamiiton, 
Surely that was a small request to make, 
and that was all they were asking for, 
Ii Highlanders were to be treated in this 
fashion the sooner they left off enlisting in 
the British Army the better. The advisers 
of the War Office knew nothing about 
the sentiment of the Scottish or the High- 
land people. A few years ago when 
special efforts were made to recruit High- 
landers the recruiting sergeants, after 
marching through the country, only 
succeeded in recruiting half a dozen at 
a cost of £95 each. The hon. Member for 
Stowmarket had said that recruiting had 
been kept up on account of agricultural 
depression and poverty amongst the 
Highlanders, but he denied that. That 
argument might apply to Stowmarket 
and Suffolk, but it did not wholly apply 
to the Highlands of Scotland. The real 
reason was that Government after Goy- 
ernment had failed to redress the griev- 
ances of the Highland people, and this 
had led to a vast increase of the deer 
forest area, where in former years large 
families lived in comfort. 


*T ae CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
hon. Member is getting rather far away 
from this Vote. 


*Mr. WEIR said all he desired to do 
was to put the hon. Member for Stow- 
market right in a statement which he had 
been allowed to make as to the keeping 
up of recruiting being due to poverty 
and agricultural depression. Would the 
Secretary of State for War consent to 
make an arrangement of the kind he had 
suggested? It was so simple that he 
could only suppose the right hon, Gentle- 
man had been badly advised in his present 
proposal by some would-be reformer at 
the War Office, of whom he had been told 
there were far too many. What differ- 
ence could it possibly make if the High- 
land Light Infantry were grouped 
at Perth or Fort George? People must 
be born and brought up in Scotland 
in order to know the Scottish line of 


_thought and Scottish sentiment. Tne 
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right hon. Gentleman would never have 
sanctioned a course of this kind if he had 
known anything about Scottish or High- 
land sentiment. He sincerely trusted 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
consider the error of his ways, or else the 
War Office would find increasing difficulty 
each year in recruiting Highlanders, He 
for one, would not advise them to join 
the Army if Highland regiments were 
treated in this way. 


*Sirr ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
S.) said he was quite sure they would 
fully accept all the assurances which had 
been given by the Secretary of State for 
War. It was very satisfactory to have 
had those assurances to-day in which they 
had been told that there was no intention 
of altering the status of the Highland Light 
Infantry as a Highland regiment, and 
also that it would be brigaded with 
the other Highland regiments in case 
of war. It was not at all surpris- 
ing that there should have been a little 
anxiety on the subject. The authorities 
at the War Office had sometimes shown 
a tendency to forget the origin and 
history of the regiment, and there was 
a fear that they were doing this at the 
present time. They were, therefore, very 
glad to have the right hon. Gentleman’s 
assurances that this was not so. They 
understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man considered grouping had gone too 
far and that he could not go back upon 
the arrangements which had been made. 
{An Hon. Member: Nonsense.} But 
could not some other means b> found 
of gett ng over the difficulty? Could 
some means not be found of estab- 
lishing a visible link between the 
Highland regiments at Perth and the 
isolated unit at Hamilton which would 
mak it clear to everybody that their con- 
nection was being maintained? He need 
not suggest any particular way because 
his right hon. friend, with the full know- 
ledge he had of military organisation, 
would know far better how it could be 
carried out than he did; but if he could 
find a way of that kind he felt sure that 
it would give very great satisfaction, 
not only to the regiment concerned, 
but to a large number of people in Scot- 
land who took an interest both personal 
and historical in this regiment. 
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Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.) said he 
thought the House had been rather 
misled by the speeches which had been 
made that afternoon, and he did not 
think the Committee had grasped the real 
point. There existed a very legitimate 
grievance which was felt by the officers of 
the Highland Light Infantry, not because 
they had been brigaded with a Lowland 
regiment, but owing to the fact that 
whilst other Highland regiments had 
been grouped together the Highland 
Light Infantry had been isolated from 
the Highland battalion. He urged the 
Secretary of State for War to give this 
scheme a little reconsideration. By leav- 
ing out altogether the Highland Light 
Infantry whilst the other regiments had 
been grouped together a distinct grievance 
had arisen, and he trusted that that 
would be a sufficient ground to induce the 
Secretary for War to reconsider his scheme. 
He merely brought forward the con- 
sideration of Aberdeen as a_ suitable 
centre for the grouping of the Highland 
regiments. Aberdesn possessed larg: 
barracks which could be easily extended ; 
it was a seaport town close to Orkney 
and Shetland, from whence a great many 
of the recruits came ; and also a shipping 
port between Leith and London; it was a 
very suitable city fora centre of this 
kind, and he hoped the Government 
would take his suggestion into considera- 
tion. 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Kssex, Chelms- 
ford) submitted that too much might be 
made of these historical distinctions and 
regimental fashions. A colonel of the 
Connaught Rangers oace said that as 
brave a heart existed under the frieze of 


| the Irish peasant as under the kilt of the 


Highlander, In this case, however, he 
thought the demands made by his hon. 
friend were reasonable. Surely, in de- 
ference to the wishes of this distinguished 
corps, the War Office, which had spent 
enormous sums on Salisbury Plain, might 
spend a small sum to build a barrack for 
a depot for the Highland Light Infaatry 
at Perth. 


Mr. DOBBIE (Ayr Burghs) asserted 
that this question was one which un- 
doubtedly caused a considerable amount 
of feeling in Highland centres. Reference 
need only be made to the meeting recently 
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held in Glasgow to protest against what 
was considered to be the unwise treat- 
ment threatened towards the Highland 
Light Infantry. He could assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that a more en- 
thusiastic non-Party meeting was never 
held in Glasgow. He would like to say 
with the hon. Member for Ross that this 
was not a question merely of clothes or 
a change of depot. They would not 
mind things so much, although in the 
matter of barracks Scotland, and the 
Highlands in particular, had suffered 
greatly under the present and previous 
Governments. What he and other Scot- 
tish Members said was that in view of 
the regrouping of the regiments, the 
scheme might be made to embrace the 
Highland Light Infantry, even though 
it continued its base at Hamilton. He 
thought that if that small concession could 
be made by the Secretary for War it 
would have a most excellent effect on the 
future recruiting of this famous regi- 
ment. 
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»*Mr. HOZIER (Lanarkshire, 8.) asked 
what was to become of the 3rd and 4th 
battalions of Highland Light Infantry, 
two battalions of the Lanarkshire Militia, 
which had for twenty-five years been 
connected with the Highland Light 
Infantry, if the Ist and 2nd battalions 
were to be moved to Perth or Aber- 
deen? Speaking as the senior Mem 
ber for Lanarkshire he could say that 
they in that county were proud of their 
association with this gallant regiment, and 
that the regiment had never complained 
of being associated with them. Heshould 
be very sorry if there were added to the 
many other decorations of this regiment 
the order of the boot, as far as Lanark- 
shire was concerned. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
thought the Secretary for War’s scheme 
for grouping the Scottish regiments 
was unfortunate. Nothing should be 
done to interfere with the Highland 
status of the Highland Light Infantry. 
He trusted that the Secretary for War 
would give them no more Modder River 
incidents, so far as the dissociation of the 
Highland Light Infantry from its friends 
and colleagues in the Highland Brigade 
was concerned. ‘There ought to be a 


War Office apology for that dissociation. 
Mr. Dobbie. 
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He thought it would be a golden bridge 
out of the difficulty if the right hon. 
Gentlemar could see his way to leave the 
Highland Light Infantry at Hamilton as 
a depot, but under the Perth command, 
with six Highland regiments in Perth 
and four Lowland regiments in Hamilton. 
That was a simple thing to do and would 
absolutely solve th: difficulty. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would consider 
the matter with General Douglas.  Per- 
haps the right hon. Gentleman would tell 
the Committee what regimental depots 
were to go and what was to happen to 
them afterwards. Scottish Members 
would object to the grouping of this 
regiment with Lowland regiments far 
away from their comrades in the High- 
lands. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to say he did not think he should 
be called upon to speak as to the future, 
which he could not possibly control, 
His own desire was perfectly well known, 
but he could not give any definite 
pledges. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, EK.) moved 
a reduction of the Vote by £100 for the 
purpose of raising the question of the 
Auxiliary Forces as a clear and distinct 
issue. Without distinction of Party there 
was a consensus of opinion upon both sides 
of the House that the proposals of the 
Secretary for War with regard to the 
Volunteers would be very detrimental to 
that force. The right hon. Gentleman 
was a great military theorist, but as yet 
there was no practical evidence that the 
scheme he had proposed was a good one. 
So far as the proposal for the Army was 
concerned the right hon. Gentleman had 
conducted a masterly retreat such as 
would have done justice to the distin- 
guished Russian General in Manchuria. 
As far as could be discovered the right 
hon. Gentleman’s scheme had _ been 
thrown over by the Cabinet, and the 
only part that remained was a pro- 
posal which would further discourage 
and disorganise the Volunteer force. 
|The Army scheme of the right hon. Gen- 
‘tleman was a paper scheme. They had 
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a proposal for two Armies, a short and a 
long-service Army, and for months to 
come the short-service Army would be as 
nebulous as the defunct six Army Corps. 
The right hon. Gentleman deserved credit, 
however, for having done his best to re- 
pair the damage done to the Army or- 
ganisation by his predecessor. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
at Kdinburgh condemned the three years 
system put forward by his predecessor, 
and pointed out that although the re- 
sult of the scheme should have been the 
furnishing of 16,000 men as drafts for 
India, the actual number produced was 
only 900, and that if that system was 
continued the British infantry would have 
ceased to exist for fighting purposes in a 
few years. The foundation of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s long-service system 
was that recruits were to be enlisted at 
nineteen and a-half vears of age in order 
that after six months training they might 
be sent to India. Was that what was 
now being done? Because, if so, the 
scheme was a fata! one. 

The right hon. Gentleman had claimed 
that with regard to the Volunteers he was 
supported by nine-tenths of the Volunteer 
officers. It was a curious thing that at 
the War Office they appeared to have a 
special brand of Volunteer officers, a 
kind of deathless Army, who were never 
seen in the light of day. The present 
position reminded him of the story of the 
American who, when shown a mummy 
which was said to be 2,000 years old, said 
that he did not want to see, but if the 
guide had any live corpses let him trot 
them out. That was similar to the request 
which they made to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The opinions of Volunteer officers 
to which the right hon. Gentleman ap- 
pealed in his Report, they had not had in 
a tangible form. He made bold to say 


that the right hon. Gentleman did not , 


understand the Volunteers; at least he 
did not appreciate the part they could 
be made to play in our military organisa- 
tion. The primary duty which might 
be devolved upon the Volunteers was 
that of home defence, and in this con- 
nection he thanked the right hon. Gentle- 
man for the fact that he had treated the 
Volunteer force as a serious factor. But 
there was another duty which could be 
devolved upon the Volunteers, and that 


was that they should be a large national | 
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Reserve which could be called upon in 
case of national emergency. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had utterly 
failed to grasp this part of the scheme. 
He had entirely misread ‘he lesson of the 
South African War so far as the Volun- 
teers were concerned, and he thought 
he had been unjust to them, both as 
regarded the services they had rendered 
and their willingness to volunteer. He 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
put the matter in such a way as really 
to mislead the House. The Volunteers 
never had the opportunity of offering 
their unrestricted services, and the in- 
vitation extended to them was not a 
serious invitation but a restricted one 
offered in such a way that it did not ap- 
peal to the esprit de corps of the Volunteers 
as the individual regiments and battalions 
were only allowed to send a few men to 
a mixed company. 


As to the general question he thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman had 
proceeded upon wrong lines altogether. 
In his judgment we wanted more 
Volunteers instead of less; we wanted 
to get as near as possible to univer- 
sal service without conscription. We 
should at least give the Volunteers 
the opportunity that every man capable 
of bearing arms should be allowed to do 
so and to undergo a certain amount of 
training for the defence of his country. 
He did not speak of the physical training 
advantage which would result if his pro- 
posals were adopted, though that alone 
was worth all the money in view of its im- 
portance to the race, but looking at it from 
the purely military point of view the Vol- 
unteer force would form a very great Re- 
serve in time o!f danger. He had heard the 
Volunteers spoken of as the raw material 
for the Army, but he said that that was 
wrong. He said the Volunteer at his 
worst was the half-manufactured article 
which could easily be made into the 
efficient soldier. The Volunteers played 
an important part in the late war, 
and they enabled the War Office 
practically to denude this country 
of trained troops. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman forgot that in 
1900 the Volunteers were mobilised and 
a majority of them went under canvas 
for a month. Did not the right hon. 
Gentleman realise the great effect*that 
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that had upon foreign nations, and 
did it not relieve the Regular Forces 
for service abroad. 

The proposal of the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to the reduction of 
numbers was put in such a way as to be 
entirely misleading, and it appeared that 
he had thrown dust in the eyes of such an 
astute Member as his hon. friend the 
Member for Oldham. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that the reduction he 
proposed this year was a reduction of 
the strength by 15,000 men, which was 
five per cent. of the present strength, 
but what the right hon. Gentleman 
really was proposing was a reduction of 
33 per cent., amounting to 114,000 men, 
and he did this by mixing up establish- 
ment and strength, which in the case of 
the Volunteers were two very different 
things. The present establishment of 
Volunteers was 344,000, but the strength 
was only 245,000, therefore we had at 
present only about seventy per cent. of 
the establishment, and what the right 
hon. Gentleman was doing was reducing 
the establishment by 114,000 men, and 
then saying that it was only a reduction 
of 15,000 on the strength of the Volunteer 
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force. If the right hon. Gentleman 
reduced the establishment he would 


proportionately reduce the strength, and 
if he reduced the establishment to 
230,000 he was very likely to reduce the 
strength in the same proportion, viz., to 
161,000, or if the feduction did not go 
to that figure, at least it would be 
the figure which the right hon. Gentle- 
man estimated in his speech of July, and 
he would reduce the Volunteers to 
180,000 men, which was a reduction, 
according to his own showing, of 65,000. 
This part of the matter was very much 
more serious than the House had been 
led to believe, because they had been 
made to confuse the two things, the 
establishment of the Volunteers and 
the present strength of the force. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman how he 
proposed to carry out this reduction, 
and he said that the proposed reduction 
of the establishment was only preliminary 
and would make way for a very much 
larger reduction. How was the right 
hoa. Gentleman going to do it? Was 
he going to abolish battalions, was he 
going to reduce the numbers of com- 
panies, or, in the third place, to have 


Mr. McCrae, 
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resort to a process of strangulation by 
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making impossible conditions which 


would disrupt the force. 


The right hon. Gentleman said that 
his proposals would ameliorate the 
condition of the Volunteers. He had 
heard of death being a welcome relief, 
and in that sense he could under- 
stand that the night hon. Gentleman 
was going to ameliorate the condition 
of the Volunteers, but in no other sense 
could he, as a Volunteer officer, look upon 
these proposals as otherwise than dis- 
astrous. If they were carried nto effe:t 
they would have the result of abolishing 
the Volunteer force altogether. He 
thought millions were wasted on the 
Army, and if the right hon. Gentleman 
would turn his attention to the question 
of practical organisation so as to prevent 
these stores scandals which they had had 
before them, he would do a great deal 
more good than he would by th's fancy 
scheme of reform. 


So far as schemes of reform were con- 
cerned, the right hon. Gentleman was not a 
missionary of Empire, but he was the 
apostle of economy. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said last year that unless he was able 
to produce Estimates ona totally d flerent 
system, whch he indicated would involve 
considerable economies, he wou!d not 
again stand at that box. Those were 
brave words, but the system was un- 
changed. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
economies had not been effected, and 
the right hon. Gentleman was still on the 
Treasury Bench. The ordinary expen- 
diture on the Army was £28,600,000, of 
which £1,200,000 was spent upon the 
Volunteers, and if the cost of the Militia 
were excluded, roughly speaking the cost 
of the Army was £26,000,000. The 
Secretary of State, in a statement he 
issued in August last, showed economies 
which his scheme was to bring abou’, 
apart fiom the Militia, in effective 
charges of £1,000,000 sterling. Out of 
that £1,000,000, £500,000 was deducted 
from the expenditure on the Volunteers 
out of a total Vote of £1 200,000, and the 
paltry sum of £700,000 was to come 
from the Army out of the £26,000,000. 
He said that these proposals were farci- 
cal and were not such as could be up- 
held on the ground of economy. He 
had wondered where the right hon. 
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Gentleman had got this inspiration with 
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regard to Volunteer finances, but he 
thought he had found out. He evidently 
had got his ideas from Lord Ksher, 
of whose Committee they had heard 
great deal in regard to Army reform. 
Lord Esher, speaking at Callander in 
August last, said that at the present 
time there was too great a tendency, when 
the Volunteer force was taken into con- 
sideration, to apply to the State for funds, 
and he should like to state his opinion 
that that was not a desirable way of 
obtaining funds for the Volunteers. His 
idea was, therefore, that the Volunteers 
should be kept up by voluntary subscrip- 
tions. To a certain extent that was 
evidently the view of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


The right hon. Gentleman asked were 
they to reduce the expenditure on the 
Army and the Militia and not to reduce 
the expenditure on the Volunteers, 
and said that by the ashes of his fathers 
and the temple of his gods he could do 
no such thing. But did he understand 
what the proposal meant? The Volun- 
teers were quite willing that their expen- 
diture should be reduced in ratio with the 
reductions made with regard to the Army, 
but if the right hon. Gentleman made a 
reduction in the Army equal to that 
which he proposed for the Volunteers, 
it would mean that he would reduce the 
expenditure of the Army by £6,509,099, 
The real fact was that the War Office 
did not understand the Volunteers, and 
would not take advice from those who 
had practical experience, although the 
right hon. Gentleman said he had every 
sympathy with the Volunteers. He 
thought the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman as put before the House would 
be fatal to the existence of the Volun- 
teer force. Though the present Secre- 
tary of State differed from his prede- 


cessor in many things they were 
at one in that they had adopted 
a scientific method of flouting the 
Volunteer force. They were going 
to strangle a force they could not 


openly kill. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would get out of this haze 
of wordy platitudes and tell the House 
in a few simple words what he was going 
to’ do. 3 He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man to give a pledge that for the present 
year, at any rate, there should be no re- 
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duction in the Volunteer force, and that 
he would allow his proposals to germinate 
in the public mind so that the public 
could understand the proposal which 
at present the House did not. Parlia- 
ment was moribund, and he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would consider 
this suggestion and would give up his 
proposal, which so far as the Volunteers 
were concerned would have the effect of 
discourvging, disorganising, and probably 
disbanding the force. He appealed to 
the Prime Minister, who was the last 
man to press upon the House any scheme 
which was likely to harm the Volunteer 
force, to take the advice of those who had 
given their time and money to serve the 
country in this regard, and listen to the 
proposal they made that this scheme 
should be reconsidered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,100,900, 
be granted for the said Service :—(Mr. 
M‘Crae.) 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said he 
did not share the extreme views held 
by some hon. Members with regard to 
the Volunteers. He did not, for instance, 
share the view of the hon. Member for 
the Isle of Wight that the State should 
receive from all quarters of the United 
Kingdom all sorts of service from all 
kinds of people. He did not think that 
was at all a practical policy. He did not 
object to more stringent regulations 
being made with regard to physique, but 
he certainly did object to the rigidly 


military spirit which the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to cast over these 
forces. The right hon. Gentleman did 


not seem to recognise that they were 
Volunteers, who of necessity were rather 
different from regularly organised military 
forces. The right hon. Gentleman had, 
as the Committee was well aware, studied 
military matters very deeply in Conti- 
nental countries where conscription pre- 
vailed, and had perhaps too often adopted 
the ideas and methods of the Ger- 
man drill-sergeant. In another respect 
the right hon. Gentleman was too like a 
Frenchman. He was too fond of logic, 
and was apt to introduce into a discus- 
sion logic which had no application. The 
right hon. Gentleman, for instance, would 
come and say: “I come before you in 








511 


this way, and you ask me to make a 
reduction in the Regular Army. J cannot 
do that unless I make a reduction also 
in the Militia and the Volunteers.” 
That was a logic which did not apply 
in the least, because, although all these 
forces had to be considered in relation 
to each other, he could not see why, if 
a reduction was made in one, it should be 
made in all. Hach one must be con- 
sidered not only in relation to other 


Army 


forces, but as to what it was in 
itself. In the Volunteers we had a 
force quite different from both the 


others, and a force which was extremely 
cheap, and the proposition of the right 
hon. Gentleman, so far from being simple, 
seemed to throw the whole burden of 
proof upon its proposer. As he under- 
stood, we were going to rely entirely on 
the Volunteers for home defence, and 
that being so it was very unwise on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman to make 
all these rather too sweeping statements 
as to the slight use of the Volunteers 
inwar. ‘They were the only force we had 
at home to depend on in case of war. 


*Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER challenged 
the hon. Member to quote a single in- 
stance of where he had ever made such 
an observation. 


Mr. PEEL said it was difficult to quote 
a particular instance, but he would refer 
the right hon. Gentleman to the remarks 
he had made as to what the Volunteers 
did in the late war. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER explained 
that in every case he was quoting from 
competent authorities. He had made no 
sweeping statements of any kind. 


*Mr. PEEL pointed out that whatever 
the authority might be on which they 
were made and supported, the idea given 
to the public must be that the Volunteer 
force would be rather a broken reed to 
lean upon in case of an invasion. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that money 
would be required to reorganise them, that 
there must be transport for them, and it 
might be that they would have to be 
divided into brigades and divisions. The 
Volunteers were organised for home 
defence, but everybody knew that in time 
of war there must be in the last resort 

Mr. Peel, 
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this reserve of men to fall back upon. 
It was quite true that the Volunteers did 
not go to South Africa as units. But 
that did not realty touch the question, 
because when these troops were being 
considered as Reserves the great point 
was not whether they could be sent out 
as units, but whether the force would 
supply men, trained to some extent, to 
take their place in the fighting line 
and to make good the great waste of war. 
That was a totally different thing from 
sending out men organised as units, and 
for such a purpose all the arrangements 
for organising into brigades or divisions 
were unnecessary. The right hon. 
Gentleman was not always alive to the 
very great difference which existed be- 
tween many of the Volunteers and the 
ordinary recruits for the Regular Army. 
The class from which the Regulars were 
largely drawn required considerable 
training to bring them up to the standard 
at which most Volunteers started. The 
latter already knew the value of obedience 
and could learn discipline far more rapidly 
than the others, and if they were called 
out for two or three months training the 
enormous improvement that would be 
effected ina very short time would greatly 
surprise many of their er-tics. Rigidity 
of standard was a thing upon which 
it would be a mistake to insist. Different 
standards would swt different parts 
of the world. A man who would fight 
extremely well in South Africa or in this 
country might collapse utterly in the 
different climate of India. In a force 
so flexible as the Volunteers what was 
wanted was rather a variety of standards. 
The right hon. Gentleman too often for- 
got what a considerable contribution 
the Volunteers themselves made in time 
of peace to the Militia and the Line, and 
that in the Volun‘eers there were many 
old soldiers who had served in the Army 
and who made excellent Volunteers. It 
was customary to say that men who had 
served nine years in the Regulars and 
three in the Reserve were no longer cap- 
able of performing military duties, but 
many Members of the House were of 
opinion that men of thirty-one were not 
al‘ogether worn out. 


The general attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman gave rise to the 


suspicion, which might be unfounded, 
that he really desired to go further than he 














Army 


513 


had yet done in the matter of, he would | Volunteers, or because a reduction was 


not say the destruction, but of the reduc- | 


tion of the Volunteers. The tone in which 


the Secretary of State had spoken of the 


Volunteers had certainly greatly dis- 


couraged that force in many parts of the | 


country. Employers of labour were not 
extremely ready to take Yeomen or 
Volunteers into their employ, and it 
would give them a tremendous argument 
if they were able to say to intending 
Volunteers that the force was being 


(5 Aprit 1905} 


| 


reduced, and that they were considered | 
by the authorities as being of very little | 


use. Cases were known in which men 


had been dismissed for joining the Volun- | 
tributed to my right hon. friend is one for 


teers, and if these additional discourage- 
ments were to be put in their way the 
War Office would get a much smaller 
number of men than even they expected. 
To a force so delicate and flexible as the 


Volunteers it was impossible to apply | 
the same rigid standard as to the Regular | 


Army. ‘There would be a good Volunteer 


battalion in one place, and a battalion | 
‘least loss to the efficiency of the Army, 


not so good in another, there could not 
be the same standard throughout the 
country. The right hon. Gentleman 
had not yet definitely said whether he 
intended to abolish cadres as well as 
numbers, if he did, still stronger objec- 
tions would be raised by many hon. 
Members. He appealed to the right hon. 
Gentleman to reconsider the question, and 


not to say that because there was to be a | 
reduction in one part, therefore there | 


must be a reduction in all. Further, 
in view of the great difficulties the force 
had had to contend with, the 
of sympathy with which it had been 
treated by the War Office, and also its 
cheapness, 
Gentleman would not proceed with the 
reduction he had proposed. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | 


LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): My hon. friend 


who has just sat down has made aspeech | 


in moderate language in which, although 
the language was moderate, he has 
levelled at my right hon. friend near me 
some criticisms to which my right hon. 
friend certainly is not open. ‘orexample, 
he attributed to my right hon. iriend the 
stranze theory that becaus» a reduction 
was asked for in the Army, therefore a 


he hoped the right hon. | 
| the standpoint of the Regular Army. 1 


-of State for War to see 
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asked for in one portion of our military 
force therefore a reduction ought to take 
place in another portion of our military 
force, That is not the view of my right 
hon. friend, nor, [ need hardly say, of the 
Government. Cost does come in, and 
must come in, when we discuss Vote A 
of the Army and the general burden 
which the nuilitary expenditure throws on 
the taxpayers of the country. But what 
we have to do is to make that heavy 
burden—for a heavy burden it un- 
doubtedly is —as useful as we can for the 
purposes of Imperial defence at home and 
abroad; and while the argument at- 


which he has never made himself respon- 
sible and is in itsel’ intrinsically absurd, 
there is a cognate argument which is 
sound. Itisthatifand when the country 
insists upon a reduction it is the duty of 
the Government and of the Secretary 
how this re- 
duction can be effected with the 
taken as a whole—the Volunteers, 
the Militia, the troops serving abroad, 
the troops serving at home, the troops 
on whom we have to call for foreign 
srvice, and the troops on whom we must 
rely for the purpose of home def:nee. I 
hope the hoa. Gentleman will see, there- 
fore, that the position we take up in this 
matter is not open to the charges that he 
has levelled against us, and tha‘ no such 
form of reduction as he has attributed to 


| us has ever entered into our minds. 


want | 


My hon. friend said that the War Office 
were in the habit of approaching the 
problem of the Volunteers too much from 


do not at all deny that the natural failing 
of an officer who has served in the 
Regular Army would be to criticise the 
less highly-trained troops in an unfavour- 
able manner, and his tendency would be 
to undervalue rather than overvalue the 
services which such imperfectly-trained 
troops couldrender to the country. That 
would be the natural effect of military 
training upon any officer, whether he 


' belongs to this country or any other 


| country. 


But when my right hon. friend 
went on to suggest that the present 


Secretary of State for War, or his prede- 


. . | 
reduction ought to take place in the | cessors, or the present Government have 
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been unsympathetic to the Volunteers, 
I think, if he will cast his mind back 
over the series of reforms we have made 
—which we have made at the request of 
the Volunteers, in order to please them, 
to render them more efficient as a fighting 
force and to render the service less 
onerous to all concerned—I think, if he 
looks at what has been done, he will 
acquit us of that unsympathetic and 
over-critical attitude which he attributed, 
unjustly as I think, to my right hon. 
friend and the Covernment of which he 
is a member. I can assure him, as far 
as I am concerned, and as far as the 
Government are concerned, that we not 
only sympathise with the Volunteers and 
regard them as an interesting exhibition 
of patriotism, but we regard them as an 
essential part of the fighting foree of 
the country. 

I believe there has been a_ pro- 
found misconception of the réle 
that is to be played by the Volun- 
teers in connection with home defence. 
Ithink it was the hon. Member for 
Oldham who told us a few days ago that, 
if we really believed ha!f we said about 
the impossibility of a serious invasion, 
the Volunteers were a perfectly useless 
force. I do not mean to go into that 
argument at the present time, becavse 
it is more appropriate to a Vote which 
is not an Army Vote which will come 
on shortly, and it cannot be adequately 
treated in a few sentences; but J can 
assure the Committee and tke hon. Mem- 
ber for Oldham that that is not an 
accurate representation of the views of 
the Committee of Defence cr of 
the Government. On the contrary, 
while we do not believe that in existing 
conditions a serious invasion of these 
islands is possible, one of those existing 
conditions is the Volunteer force; and 
I certainly should never contemplate 
with equanimity the abolition of that 
force from the point of view of na‘ional 
safety. The propos tions that the Volun- 
teer force is necessary and that invasion 
is impossible are not mutually contra- 
dictory assertions. They are mutually 
complementary truths; and it would be 
a total misconception of the view which 
I have from time to time expressed on 
behalf of the Committee of Defence if 
it were supposed that we considered 


the Auxiliary Forces of this coyntry a. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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kind of orramental but perfectly useless 
adjunct of the Regular Army. 


While that weuld be a profound error, I 
think there have been indications in the 
course of this debate that there is another 
error obtaining far too great currency 
in this House which beloigs to the 
opposite extreme of military theory. 
It is the view that all you have got to 
do is to have enough men who can 
shoot cr krow something about the 
rifle and something about the rudiments 
of company drill, and that you immedi- 
ately have all the elements necessary 
to form an Army at home or abroad. 
That really is not so. There are Gentle- 
men who seem to think that if you only 
multiply your Volunteers enough, you 
make a correspor ding reduction In your 
Regular crganised units. Iam not going 
now, but I can assure 
the Committee that to the best of my 
belief that would be a disas:rous policy 
for this country. T agree with my hon. 
friend that seh irainirg as the Volun- 
teers have. such skill as they may attain 
in the use of their weapons, s ch 
knowledge of drill, and such exteided 


; knowledge as many of them possess of 


the higher branches of military work, 
would make them of invaluable assistance 
not as units, but as individuals in the 
case of a great war, let us say, on the 
frontier of India. But it means that you 


must have the necessary units in which: 


the individuals are to be drafted ; and it 
is folly really to suppose that you can cut 
down without limit, or to any very serious 
extent, the units on which you will have 
to rely when, if ever, the hour of trial 
comes. The question of Indian defence 
is one which, [ hope, the Committee will 
allow me to postpone till another occa- 
sion; but I thought it necessary to enter 
this caveat, as 1 have seen a tendency, 
not to overrate the value of the in- 
dividual, but to fail to realise that the 
individual without the organisation into 
which he is to fit is absolutely useless. 


There is one other point which I would 
venture to suggest to my hon. friend and 
to others w!o look upon the Volunteers 
as an adequate and sufficient source from 
which to draw all the supplies of men 
we might require to fill up the cadres in 
the case of a great foreign war. That 
they will be valuable for that purpose I 
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do not doubt for a moment; but thoy 
would be but inadequate to supply what 
I believe is the greatest need of the 
British Army at this moment—that is, 
officers. One great difficulty in trying 
to diminish the number of organised 
units in your Army is that by so doing, 
apart from diminishing the number of 
men, vou do what is, or msy be, much 
more dangerous — you diminish the 
number of available officers. That is 
a point that has to be borne in mind. 

There is one other observation I desire 
to make. My hon. friend says, and I 
think with great measure of truth, that 
you must be careful not to treat the 
Volunteers in too Procrustean a fashion 
that vou must not be too arbitrary and 
symmetrical in all the provisions you make 
with regird to them; that von should 
give aS great elasticity to your system 
as possible ; that you should meet, as far 
as possible, the wants of the different 
districts and the needs of the different 
regiments. But when he deduces from 
that general proposition, with which I 
am in perfect agreement, the conclusion 
that you ought really never to lay down 
regulations as to the magnitude of the 
force, may [ remind him that the limits 
of establishment which have been imposed 
on the Yeomanry have really worked 
exceedingly well—at all events, that under 
them the Yeomanry is more efficient, 
that it has reached its full standard, and 
it is a standing proof of what can be 
done by a Volunteer force; I do not 
think there is any reason to believe 
that a procedure which has succeeded, or, 
at all events, has not failed, when 
applied to the mounted branch of the 
Volunteer service must necessarily be 
defective if applied to the infantry. 

I really think with regard to the 
Volunteers the House will ultimately 
have to choose between two policies. 
| think they will find that if we keep 
up the requisite number of the Regular 
units, and I believe it to be abso- 
lutely necessery for the force that 
we require tosend abroad, the cost 
of the Army amounts to sucha figure 
that they cannot allow the expense on 
the Volunteer force to be absolutely un- 
limited in every direction. If it is to be 
limited in one direction or another the 
House will have to choose in which direc- 
ion they wish to limit it. Butif you are 
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goinz to siy both that the strength of the 
Volunteers shall be unlimited and that 
the training shall be on the higher stan- 
dard with all the cost which the higher 
standard involves, then I am afraid you 
will find that the cost of the Volunteers 
rexrches a point which, with all the other 
necessary obligations you are under with 
regard to the Army, will put too great a 
burden on the back of the taxpayer. [| 
think it is perfectly arguable that we 
should not aim, at a great cost, at in- 
creasing the efficiency of the Volunteers as 
a field army, but that we should insist 
upon certain qualifications, a certain 
knowledge of drill, and a certain excel- 
lence of shooting, and, saving money in 
that way, you should allow the numbers 
to run up to a much higher figure than 
the 180,000 or 200,000 at which it has 
been suggested they should be fixed. 
But Ido not believe you can fairly have 
both policies unless you are prepared to 
see your Hstimates run to an impossible 
figure; and [ should very much desire 
that those who know most about the 
Volunteers and those who are most 
interested in them should make up their 
minds in which direction they desire to 
see the limitation take place. There is 
much to be said for the numerical limita- 
tion; but I believe that the trend of 
opinion among the Volunteers themselves 
is rather in the other direction—that they 
wish to have this training in camp, this 
training as part of a field army, this 
training in combination with other forces, 
all of which costs a great deal of money, 
excellent as it it. 


IT am fully in accord with those 
who think that the Volunteers do a 
great deal to encourage a_ military 
spirit and to provide half-manufactured 
goods which may ke in time of stress 
turned into completely manufactured 
goods for warlike purposes. But I do 
warn the House that we must not dis- 
cuss this question in isolation. We 
cannot consider the Volunteer question 
apart from the question of Army expendi- 
ture as a whole. If the House thinks 
that I am right, that my right hon. friend 
and the Committee of Defence are right, 
in holding the view that we cannot 
greatly diminish the units of our Regular 
Army, and that if we keep up those units 
the margin on which we can work in the 


reduction of expense is necessarily a 
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limited margin, then they must feel, as I 
feel, that we canrot say of the Volunteers, 
and the Volunteers alone, ‘“ Here we will 
entertain no question of pounds, shillings, 
and pence; they are a cheap force, a 
patriotic and a voluntary force; let us 
not be so mean-spirited as to count 
pounds, shillings, and pence when we 
have to deal with them.” That is not— 
I hope the Committee will believe me— 
the proper way to look at the question, 
and I am sure it is not the way they will 
deal with it when they come to consider 
the subject inall its bearings. Therefore 
T would say that the view I have arrived 
at is that the theory of my hon. friend 
who has just sat down ts one with which 
T largely agree, but it is a variation of a 
much wider theory with which I do not 
agree—namely, that we can carry on the 
business of this Empire in security with 
a very small Regular Army, trusting as 
a supplement to that Regular Army 
merely to the miscellaneous efforts of an 
unlimited body of Volunteers, for which 
we have not provided the proper organisa- 
tions in which they could work supposing 
we were to ask the individuals of which 
the Volunteer regiments are composed 
to come forward and in some great hour 
of national stress and danger to throw 
in their lot with the Regular Army fight- 
ing on some distant frontier. Thatis the 
general view which I would venture to 


QV of, way fay \ j ] TG} i | 
lay before the Committee in connection | debates 


with the Volunteers; and I hope, at all 


{COMMONS} 





events, that with regard to what I have | 


said the charge will not be levelled 
against me that I have treated the Volun- 
teers in an unsympathetic spirit. 


*Mr. McCRAE: You propose to reduce 
the Vote by one-fourth. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Vote isthe 


same as last year. 


*Mr. McCRAE: The Vote is the same, 
but the right hon. Gentleman pointed 
out that that referred to the grant oi 
last year, and he proposes now to reduce 
the Volunteers to such an extent that 
the expenditure would be reduced by 
£500,000, according to his own statement. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, it is 
not the expenditure which is reduced, it 
is the privileges which are increased. If 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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you are to keep the expenditure what it 
wa3, aad increase the privileges, that 
carries with it a diminution of numbers, 
no doubt. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said the 
right hon. Gentleman had not answered 
the Question which was the one essential 
point now before the Committee. He 
made a great number of observations of 
a very friendly character with regard to 
the Volunteers, but he did not tell the 
Committee whether it was the intention 
of the Government to reduce the force 
by 15,000, and to continue that policy 
until it was reduced to 200,000. That, 
after all, was the object with which 
this debate had been raised. The 
Volunteers had had a great deal of 
abuse of late, and also a great deal 
of perfunctory statement about them. 
What the Committee wanted to know 
was whether the numbers were to 
be arbitrarily reduced as the regular 
policy of His Majesty’s Government 
until they stood at a figure not exceeding 
200,000. That was a Question which 
could be answered very simply and_ very 
shortly, and, after all, it was the one 
question on which they did feel very 
great interest. Of course the Prime 
Minister had a great many other things 
to attend to, but if he had been present 
during the whole of the last three days 
he would not have been so 
ready to excuse the Secretary of State 
for War for having discouraged the 
Volunteers. What had been the ieature 
of these debates? The right hon. 
Gentleman had poured out buckets of 
cold water on the Volunteers, and des- 
cribed all the shortcomings he co tld 
possibly collect under which _ they 
lay. He pointed out that they were 
medically unfit, and that whole 
battalions were inefficient; he had 
infuriated the Volunteer officers in 
this House oy repeated attacks made 
upon the force; and he had spoken 
contemptuously of the Auxiliary Forces. 
The Committee had listened to a perfect 
stream of deprecation, of criticism, and 
even of abuse of the Volunteers from the 
[t was all 
very well to savy that the right hon. 
Gentleman did net mean to discourage 
them; he did discourage them. That 
was not a thing to be argued about. 
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All over the country they were very | Boer Warin which he said that the great 


much discouraged and incensed, and 


their representatives in this House, most | 


of whom were among the loyal sup- 


porters of the Government, had been | 


forced, quite against their will, and 


against their instincts, to get up in their | 


places and make reasonable, earnest, 
and weighty complaints. The Prime 
Minister got up in his place and said, 
“We do not desire to discovrage the 
Volunteers.” 

““<«T weep for you,’ the walrus said, 

‘I deeply sympathise.’ ”’ 

Meanwhile the Voluateers were to be 
steadilv reduced until they did net ex- 
ceed 200000 men. Of course, nobody 
would say for a moment that the ex- 
penditure on the Volunteers should be 
unlimited. That was a_ proposition 
which this House ought not for a 
moment to entertain, but they did 
submit for the attention of the Prime 
Minister the proposition that, when it 
was considered how extraordinarily 
cheap an efficient Volunteer was, both 
from the material aud moral point of 
view, it was a great pity to refuse 
the services of men who would come 
forward and make themselves efficient. 
If it were true that there were 
a greac number of useless men in 
the Volunteers, the War Oftice were 
entitled to raise the standard and 
to insist upon the standard being strictly 
observed. In that way, no doubt, some 


sort of reduction might be effected. Of 
/ answer. 


cours: it was easy for the War Office to 
draw the standard with a malevolent 
purpose. It was quite easy to draw 
conditions with which the Volunteers 
could not conform, but if they were 
considerately drawn there would be no 


great opposition oa the part of the | 


Volunteer officers to the strict enforcement 
of medical fitness, rifle-shooting, and the 
like. But to fix an arbitrary number, and 
that number greatly less than the estab- 
lishment, must discourage the whole 
force. It not only left out bad men, but 
it prevented good men from coming 
forward and joining the force. It greatly 
impaired the efficiency of the force. He 
saw the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham in his place. He 
was not going to say anything con- 
troversial. The right hon. Gentleman 
made a speech four years ago on the 


lesson of the 


'what they were going to do. 


war was the: enormous 
power which a citizen force could develop 
in defence of their own country, and he 
added that he thought this on the whole 
made for the peace of the world. The 
hon. Member most earnestly hoped under 
those circumstances that they, who had 
supported, as far as they possibly could, 
the cause of the Volunteers, were not 
going to be accused of Jingoism and 
Militarism, because they would rather see 
this country in a greater measure 


'dependent on voluntary forces than on 


the professional forces who had to be 
kept in barracks and devote their whole 
life to their profession. He rose to ask 
the Prime Minister this particular Ques- 
tion: What is the policy of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the Volunteers? Let 
them put aside, on the one hand, all the 
abuse the Secretary of State for War had 
levelled at them, and let them put aside, 
on the other hand, all the sympathy and 
kind words which the Prime Minister had 
spoken about them. The question was 
not what they were going to say, but 
If the 
Government were going to reduce the 
Volunteers to 209,000 men, he earnestly 
hoped the Committee would express their 
disapproval. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member asked what is the policy of the 
Government with regard to the Volun- 
teers, and I will endeavour to give an 
I must, however, first protest 
against the accusations that the hon. 
Member thought fit to bring against me. 
I recognise none of the statements he 
has made as to my attitude towards 
the Volunteers. I have served many 
years in the Volunteers, I know the 
Volunteers well, and [ think upon no 
occasion have I failed to express my 
appreciation of the merits of the Volun- 
teers and the s-rvices they have rendered. 
It is perfectly true, and I make no 
apology for it, that when I was told 
that Volunteers were available for a 


certain purpose [ was compelled, in the 


discharge of the duties of my office, to 
examine how far that proposition was 
correct; and in doing so I did quote 


statements in regard to the Volunteers, 


not made by the War Office, but by 
Volunteers officers, which were strictly 








523 Army 
relevant to the question, and which 
it was necessary that the Ho:se should 
be in possession of in order that they 
might understand whether we could 
or could not rely on the Volunteers in 
time of foreign war, and if we could not, 
to what extent. Apart from that, Ihave 
said no word either in this House or out 
of it, which in any way could be ccns‘rued, 
directly or indirectly, as a reflection on the 
Volunteers. So far from such an idea being 
present to my mind, my efforts have been 
directed, during the time I have been in 
my present office, solely to promote the 
interests of Volunteers in the way I 
believe they themselves would desire to 
see them promoted. 


Let me go back to what the Prime 
Minister said in regard to the question of 
cost. I am in the recollection of the 


House when I say that if there has been | 


one subject more than another insisted 
on in our debates—it has been that there 
must not be an increase of expenditure. 
If T am allowed to assume that, I deduce 
from it that I am not taking a wrong 
course in suggesting to the House that we 
should follow the policy we now propose 
in regard to the Volunteers. We are 
proposing to reduce the strength of the 
Volunteers by 15,000 men. 


*Mr. McCRAE: The establishment by 
114,000 men. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Gentleman is quite correct, but that 
number is illusory. It is an entire mis- 
take to sugzest that a reduction of that 
kind, even apart from anything else at 
all, is neces:arily detrimental to the force. 
So far from that being the case, we have 
doue precisely the same thing with regard 
to the Imperial Yeomanry. The War 
Office was blamed for reducing the 
establishment of Yeomanry, we were 
blamed for altering the numbers of the 
Yeomanry regiments. As we acted in 
that instance we are acting now. And 
what has been the result ?- The Yeomanry 
are Within 500 of that reduced standard. 
The regiments are of a uniform size. 
The condition of the force leaves nothing 
to be desired. They are in the happy 
position that numbers of men are being 


Mr. Arnold- Forster. 
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refused for the Yeomanry instead of 
being invited to come in. Hon. Gentle. 
men laugh, but [ think that is a very 
happy condition of affairs ; for the officers, 
instead of accepting every one who 
presents himself, are able to select the 
men best qualified to make their 
regiments efficient. 


The question now is—Are the Volun- 
teers to be an immense, unlimited force 
with little training and imperfect equip- 
ment, or are they to be a_ smaller, 
compact force, well-drilled and well. 
equipped? I may be wrong, but my 
judgment is that the prevailing feel- 


ing in the force is in favour of the latter 


alternative. Supposing we accept that 
position, what are the steps it entails 
upon us to take? TI have endeavoured 
to ascertain from the Volunteers them- 
selves what are the things they consider 
necessary to be done in order that they 
may be made efficient, and that the 
burdens which hamper them may be 
lifted from their shoulders. We have 
been to!d that arran ements should be 
made for allowing a larger number of men 
to go into camp for a fortnight. [ast 
yeat 21,C09 men were allowed to go into 
camp for a fortnight, and they received 
5s.a day. We desire to make it pos: ible 
for a larger number of men to go into 
camp. Last year a total of 175,000 
men went into can p, of whom all but 
21,000 went in for one week only. If 
all those men were allowed to go into 
camp for a fortnight, the Estimates 
would have to te increased by nearly 
£600,000 for camp allowances alone. 
We have been told that the officers 
should receive a larger payment when in 
camp on account of expenses, They re- 
ecive Ils. 6d., and it has been repre: ented 
to us that it ought to be increased to Hs, 
We desire to give the officers that 
amount. We have been told that a very 
heavy expense falls upon mounted officers 
for saddlery and horse furniture and that 
a giant-in-aid of £5 would be reasonable. 
We desire to give that grant-in-aid. We 
have been told that it is most important 
that non-commissioned officers should re- 
ceive proper instru tion. We desire to 
etabl'sh classes for the instruction of non- 
comm'ssioned officers. We have been 
told that there should be some addition 
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to Volunteer transport. We desre t9 


make that addition. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Is the transport 


for this country or for foreign service ¢ 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Of course, 


the Volunteer force is, by law organised | 


for service in this country. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Tuea do I under- 
stand that the right hon, (‘entleman pro- 
poses to provide transport for the Volun- 
teers in this country, although he believes 
that in no circ:mstances could this 
country be invaded? [MINISTERIAL cries 
of ‘‘ Order.”’} 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is trans- 
port for service in this country un- 
doubtedly. We have been told that it is 
desirable that there should be, at any 
rate, the embryo of a higuer organisition 
for the Volunteers. We desire that there 
should be some divisional organisation for 
the Volunteers. We have been to!d that 
it is @ great strain on the men to have to 
pay travelling expenses. We desire to 
relieve them of that expense. We have 
been told that more anmuni-ion ought to 


be allowed the Volunteer artillery for. 


practice. We desire to place more 
ammunitioa at the disposal of the Volun- 
teer artillery. 


When we came to total up all 
these various items of additional ex- 
penditure we found that they repre- 
sented a very large amount. I adhere 
to the opinion that we cannot ask 
Parliament now for the large sum which 
would enable us to give these additional 
advantages to the Volunteers. Then 
comes the question whether we shall 
have a large number of mon without 


these advantag»s, or a slightly smaller | 


number of men to whom we could 
give these advantages. To supply 
245,000 men with all the additional ad- 
vantages which I have set out would be 
a very costly matter indeed. 
Committee really think it would be a 


Do the. LIN 3 h 
| that it will be a pure gain to the Volun- 
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practical step for the Government to ask | 
tour an additional grant of over £500,000 | 


for capitation allowances alcne ‘ 
not think I should have got it had I 


asked for it. On the contrary, I should | 


I do. 
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have been blamed for making such a large 
addition to the Army Estimates. It is 
said that it isa great discouragement to 
the Volunteers to ask them to submit to 
a reduction of their numbers. If I 
thought so, I would not have asked for 
the reduction. We ask for a reduction 
of 15,000 on the strength. I maintain 
that, without injuring the Volunteer force 
in the least, we can consolidate and re- 
duce its numbers. I know the Volunteer 
point of view very well, and a very 
important point of view itis. It is this— 
that, if you merely reduce numbers and 
do not give any corresponding advan- 
tages, you will absolutely destroy many 
of the Voluateer battalions. But we 
want to o>viate anything of the kinds 
I have gone through the figures re- 


presentative of every battalion in 
every part of the United Kingdom, 
and I say that no battilions will 


suifer at all, but, on the contrary, 
will gain by our proposals, That being 
so, I cannot sze that I am guilty of any 
great dereliction of duty in trying to im- 
press this view upon the House. 


We have made no change in regard to 
the Volunteers this year. We might 
have made some change if [ had had a 
Fortunatus purse at my disposal. I 
should like to have been able to provide 
for all expenses, But we do exp2nd 
£15,000 more for travelling expenses, and 
we give an additional £5,000 worth of 
ammunition to the artillery for practice. 
Changes of this kind must be made very 
slowly. I quite admit that the full re- 
duciion does not take place this vear. 
Two alternatives are before Parliament—- 
either to vote more money to the Volun- 
teers, which [ do not think it is at all 
likely todo, or to withhold the advan- 
tages for the provision of which there is 
no money. I believe that this very small 
reduction in numbers can and will be 
made without any sort of pres-ure 
upon the Volanteers at all. I believe it 
will be made with the approval of the 
Volunteer officers and the officers com- 
manding in the dis ricts, and in a way 


teers. 


*Mr. McCRAE: 
to reduce the 
£300,000 ? 


Do you still propose 
Volunteer grant by 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : There is 


practically no saving at allon a reduc- 
tion to 200,000 men. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Pure waste. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The whole 
of the money is to be spent in providing 
these advantages for the Volunteers. 


I think that if we get the officers’ 
question settled, as it ought to be 
settled, the Volunteer force will be 
not only improved, but dou'led in 
value. The whole intention of Parlia- 
ment is to make the position of the 
Volunteer officer easier—the command- 
ing officer, in the first place, on whom 
the chief burden lies; and the junior 
officer also must receive great relief. I 
believe if we make the regiments com- 
pact and effective there will be practically 
no difficulty in getting officers at all. It 
is not correct to suggest that our pro- 
posals have had a deleterious effect upon 
the Volunteer force. There has been a 
steady decline in officers of late years, I 
know, and it is attributable to many 
causes, but there has been no special 


decline of late. There has been no 
decline at all in the number of the 
men. I want to arrest the falling 


off in the number of officers, and I be- 
lieve that the proposals which I have 
suggested will arrest that more effectually 
than any other way. I do hope after 
this explanation that hon. Members will 
acquit me of any want of sympathy with 
the Volunteer for:e and also credit me 
with an earnest desire to improve the 
quality of that force. If hon. Members 
will guarantee that I shall have £50,000 
additional a year which would enable me 
to give the camp allowances desired, 
and if they will guarantee me all the 
money required for other necessaries 
then I am bound to say the question 
will have to be reopened. That is 
the position. We are doing the very 
best we possibly can with the means at 
our disposal, and we are filling in, line by 
line, the recommendations which we have 
received from the Volunteers them- 
selves as to the objects which they most 
desire and which they most greatly need. 


*Mr. C. R SPENCER (Northampton- 
shire, Mid.) said he, could not under- 
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stand what the proposal of the 
Minister for War was. He objected to 
using phrases whicu might cause hon. 
Members to consider him egotistical, but 
he thought he must express his regret, 
first, that he could not understand what 
the right hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down meant by his proposal, and 
secondly, that be could not agree with all 
that the Prime Minister said. The Prime 
Minister bespattered the Volunteer 
officers of that House with ointment, but 
he confessed that his wounds had not 
been healed and he still felt sore and 
disappointed with regard to the action 
which the Secretary for War had taken 
in regard to the Volunteers and in 
supplying their requirements. He was 
perfectly certain that the Secretary of 
State for War was in days gone by 
happier than he was at that moment. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman was 
thoroughly in favour of helping the 
Volunteers and understood their power. 
ft was owing: to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s unfortunate association with fossils 
in the War Office that he had changed 
his opinions and had come down to the 
House and rather hurt his feelings and 
the feelings of others. [Laighter.] Hon, 
Members laughed but he did not know that 
it was very pleasant to be told even by a 
yallant soldier that one belonged to a force 
the majority of which were crippled idiots 
or diseased, 
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The right hon. (Gentleman had 
asked them certain Qvestions which 
he did not think they were in the 


least called upon to answer, but he 
did want to know how he was going 
to reduce the number of Volunteers, 
li the right hon. Geatleman were in 
command of a county company, as he 
was, he would be sick and disheartened 
if in recruiting the villages he was told 
‘ what is the use of joining the Volunteers 
when the Minister for War is going to 
reduce the force.” The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that he thought it 
absolutely necessary to reduce the force, 
but he had given them one hope in saying 
that it was not to be reduced this year. 
He took particular note ot that phrase 
because he hoped that if it was nut to 
be reduced this year it woald not be 
reduced at all. He asked that the 
Volunteer force should not be looked upon 
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as an opera comique business but should | with the commanding officers 0° 
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be looked upon as taking part, and a 
serious part, in the defences of the 
country, and should be dealt with in 
accordance with its requirements and its 
needs. He thought it would be inimical 
to the force if a cut-and-dried rule were 
made that both county and town 
battalions should be similar in all respects. 
They should be similar in efficiency but 
not in all other respects. He should 
deeply regret if they were made so. He 
could not get from his mind the feeling 
that the right hon. Gentleman and those 
who worked with him at the War Office 
did not understand that Volunteers were 
Volunteers and could not be made into 
Regulars by a stroke of the pen. They 
were, however, an essential part of the 
forces of this country. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman once more to keep 
himself free from that unfortunate posi- 
tion which his predecessor once took up, 
that the Volunteers and their supporters 
throughout the country were a negligible 
quantity. He would invite him to say 
generally how he proposed to reduce the 
Volunteers, and might he say that when 
the right hon. Gentleman had done that 
he hoped he would not have the oppor- 
tunity of reduoing the force. 


CoLtonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): The mght hon. Gentleman 
on a former occasion was not so sym- 
pathetic as he has been to-night; and I 
and those who feel strongly about the 
Volunteer force, are very glad indeed 
that the Prime Minister has said what he 
has. 
bered that the first time we heard of the 
scheme of the Secretary of State for War 
we were told that 60,000 were to come oif 
the Volunteer force, that it 
be reduced to 180,000. Well, we have 
to make the best we can of the circum- 
stances in which we are, and I do think 
that this evening there has been some 
yielding to the pressure that has been 


brought to bear for many months. [, 


should like to emphasise what has been 


said. It appears that the Prime Minister | 
is sympathetic, and I think the Secretary | 
of State for War is also sympathetic ; | 


but it is not clear how these reductions 
are going to be made. 
say on a former occasion, however, that 


he was going to proceed in consultation | 
‘ 
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| 


Of course, it must be remem-_| 


was to! 


I think he did | 
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Volunteer units. 


I want to point out that the two 
Reserves — the Regular Reserve and 
the Militia Reserve — are very, very 
low, at least, in my opinion they are 


very, very low. The actual numbers 
of the Regular Reserves, according 
to the latest Return, is 77,000, and 


the Militia Reserve was 7,000. In passing, 
I ask what about the Militia Reserve. I 
believe the late Secretary of State for 
War, the present Secretary for India, 
did say that he hoped to get a very large 
Reserve for the Militia, and he hoped to 
raise the total force oi the Militia to 
150,000. Now, Sir, that question of the 
Militia Reserve, it seems to me, is well 
worth the attention of my right hon. 
friend, and for this reason, Supposing 
we have a great war, and supposing that 
we take the Secretary of State for War 
at his word—that he has to rely upon 
the Regular Army and the Militia—where 
does he get his Reserve from for times 
of war’ It we reler back to the South 
African War, we shall there have a 
standard that, at any rate, he has to 
come up to if a war of a similar character 
is waged between this country and 
some hostile power. In that war there 
were 448,000 troops employed. The 
Regular troops were 256,000, and the 
Auxiliary troops that went to South 

frica were 192,000. Very well. Where 
is the Reserve, where is the reinforcement 
to come from? [say he would have to 
go again to exactly the same resources 
he had to draw upon before. It does 
appear to me that, until his scheme as 
regards the long-service Army and the 
short- service Army has had time to 
develop, he ought not to reduce any of 
the Auxiliary Forces. The Volunteer 
force only costs £1,200,000 out of 
nearly £30,000,000 of the whole cost, 
and, practically speaking, it is a very 
small figure, and it is hardly worth 
troubling about. Well, now, it seems to 
me he will not get very many Reserve 
men out of the nine years service. For 
the present, the enlisting and recruiting 
of the short-service men is discontinued ; 
it is in abeyance, and it will be in 
abeyance for some considerable time. 
As far as I can see, the Reserve will 
grow very, very slowly. 
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Well, now, about the Volunteers. | 
How is he going to reduce them? | 
A great deal of what he said showed | 
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that he has a certain amount of) 
s\mpathy, but there is no doubt! 
about it that he did say he was'| 
going to reduce them something like 
60,000. Now this vear he is going | 
to reduce them 15,000. Well, now, 
as far as the medical tests go and 


as far as efficiency tests go I do not 
think the Volunteers object at all, and I | 
wo :ld suggest io my right hon. friend 
that no Volunteer unit should be 
interfered with excepc is regards 
efficiency and as regards bringing it up 
to some reasonable physical standard. 
If my right hon. friend ristricts his 
reduction to that I do not think he will 
find that there will be very much 
reduction, because I admit that, of 
course, aS you improve the force in 
efficiency and their physical stand .rd, 
making the standard of health better, 
you will there again improve the force 
and you wili attract recruits, and | 
believe also you will attract officer . 
But I notice he is going to reduce the 
grant to 15s in regard to those men who 
do not attend camp, and by that means 
he is going to save some money, but I 
suggest to h'm that he should incre: se 
the grant to those who do go into camp, 
because the cost of the battalion is heavy, 
for they have the expense of their band 
and other thir gs, and the grant dces not 
cover ever) thing; it has to come out of 
subscriptioas. Therefore, | would sug- 
sest to the right hon. Gentleman that 
in that particular he should raise the 
grant to men who attend camp by 
the money that he s:ves by taking it off 
the men who do not go into camp. 


I think, if my right hon. friend had 
taken up the position he hes taken 
to-night, there would not have been as 
much oppesition and agitation. There | 
is no doubt about it. Volunteers have 
to a great extent had careless, hasty, and 
unkind things said abo.t them, and they | 
feel it deeply; but if in consultation 
with the commanding officers the | 
efficiency of the force is raised in every 
respect, then I do not think there is very 
much to complain of, But what is the 
reduction. It isa mere nothing. What 
I would s: ggesi is that this is a tentative 

Colonel Pilkington. 
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year, that the Secretary of State for War 
should not make up his mind, but that 
he should see, during the next year, 
what effect the gradual improving 
of efficiency and the gradual improving 
men who are 
will have not only upon 
reducing the numbers of the force, 


/but upon the general position of the 


force in every way. 


Finally, [ will point shortly to the 
history of the Volunteer force from the 
beginning. It has existed for nearly 
forty-four years, and every year it has 
been better than it was the year before; 
and this sudden cold frost that has come 
on the force through no fault of its own 
has done harm. But if the War Office 


and the Prime Minister look with 
sympathy upon the force, and if they 
act with the Volunteers themselves 


during the next vear, and if the redue- 
tions of the force are not made by 
units, or in a drastic way, but are 
simply made by weeding out the totally 
unfit and those who do not come up 
to a suflicient physical standard, then 
I believe we shall not only improve the 
force in efficiency and in health, but 
that we shall probably keep up the 
numbers as well. Uf we find that 
during the next twelve months the 
numbers keep up, then [ should say 
let the force continue to grow slowly 
as it has done in the past. The force 


rose in the Boer War to 345,000. It 
has fallen to 245,000, a decrease of 


100,000. I would say let the natural 
rise and fall go on, subject to the treat- 
ment I have suggested—efficiency of 
men, efficiency in officers and non- 
commissioned officers, a full standard 
of health, and action in thorough sym- 
pathy with the Volunteer officers during 
the next twelve months—and let us 
see whether the rather unkind things 
that have been said in various quarters, 
are justified, and whether the drastic 
condemnation in this House has not 
gone too far. I trust my right hon. 
friend will be able to continue to en- 
large his ideas so as to help the Volun- 
teers in every way. 


*Mr. LLEWELLYN 
N.) said a great dea’ 


(Somersetshire, 
had been heard 


/about the cheapness of the Volunteers. 
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H's opinion was that a good Volunteer 
was certainly very cheap, but that a 
u-eless Volunteer was exceedingly dear. 
He asked hon. Members opposite, some 
of whom commanded Volunteer ba‘- 
talions, which they would prefer to com- 
mand—a battalion of 500 men of good 
physique, thoroughly trained and well 
disciplined, or a battalion of 750 men 
such as were to be found in many bat- 
talions to-day. That really was the 
question that had to be answered in the 
division to-night. One of the main 
causes of a number of inefficient men being 
retained was the system upon which the 
grant was given. The capitation grant 
was a great mistake. The grant should 
be given to units, and the commanding 
officer held responsible for the expendi- 
ture of the money. At present com- 
manding officers were frequently put in 
a position of great difficulty in the matter 
of getting rid of undesirable men. It was 
very important that they should be re- 
lieved of all anxieties with regard to 
money payments. Two Members of the 
House who were commanding officers, 
in giving evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission, stated, one that when he took 
over the command of his battalion he 
was responsible for £4,000, and the other 
that his camp cost him in one year £250 
out of his own pocket. That was not 
a satisfactory state of affairs. These 
facts gave greater point to his remarks 
about the capitation grant, as there was 
a great temptation to officers responsible 
for the finances of the company or bat- 
ta!ion when they were called upon to de- 
cide whether or not a man_ should 
bs kept on the roll. The hon. and 
gal'ant Member for South Sheffield 
had waxed very indignant because, as 
he said, the Secretary of State intended 
to get rid of such men as did service 
in South Africa. Nobody had ever 
made such a suggestion. The men 
who went to South Africa were splendid 
fellows; they were not the men that 
were to be got rid of. If every ba‘- 
talion consisted of men able to pass the 
examination those men did and possessing 
similar qual'fications, no War Minister 
in his senses would ever suggest the re- 
duction of a single man. 

One mistake had been to allow the mul- 
tiplication of branches of Volunteers in 
the same place. For instance, often in a 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourts Sertes.] 
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comparatively small town there were 
R fle Vo'unteers, Eng neer Volunteers, 
Artillery Volunteers, and Submarine 
Volunteers. It was perfectly imposs:ble 
under such circumstances for corps to flour- 
ish either numerically or financially, or 
to secure a supply of proper officers. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would give 
his attention to that matter. So much 
had been said as to inability to under- 
stand the Secretary of State’s scheme 
that he hardly liked to sav that he under- 
stood it perfectly so far as the Volunteers 
were concerned. The right hon. Gentle 
man’s object was to reduce the number 
of Volunteers by the physically ineffi- 
cient and insufficiently trained, and to 
apply the money so saved to perfecting 
those who remained. Unless hon. Mem- 
bers opposite were prepared to answer 
the question he had put as to which kind 
of battalion they would prefer to com- 
mand they had no right to throw any 
doubt on the proposition of the Secretary 
of State for War. 


Mr. FREEMAN-THOMAS (Hastings) 
said he wished to address his remarks to 
the question of the Militia and the Volun- 
teers. He entirely disagreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to his 
proposals with reference t» those forces. 
The rigst hon. Gentleman said that 
although he proposed to reduce the 
number of the Volunteers his object was 
to render more efficient the remaining 
It was notorious that for a 
considerable number of years the War 
Office had very much neglected and had 
not given encouragement to the Volun- 
teer force in this country. His own 
belief was that the Volunteer force should 
be increased rather than reduced, and be 
believed that if sufficient encouragement 
was given by the War Office they would 
be able to get a very fine and effeciive 
force for the defence of this country. 
He did not think in the past that the 
Militia had ever received any satisfactory 
encouragement at the hands of the War 
Office. He had himself served in a garrison 
artillery regiment something like fifteen 
vears, and he could say that during the 
whole of that time neither the men nor 
the officers of the regiment which he 
belonged to had ever see. the outside of 
a breech-loading gun, but had been 
obliged to do the whole of their drill 
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and practise at old 64 pis. and 9-in 
muzzle-loading gus. He left that 
regiment in despair because he thought 
he might do more useful service in 
the Yeomanry force. He thought this 
showed clearly that the Militia had not 
been encouraged. As far as he could 
understand the Secretary of State for 
War, it seemed that he wished to level up 
the Militia, give them more training, and 
attach to them a certain number of Regu- 
lar officers. Hehoped he might be able 
to get the men to do the extra amount 
of training. With regard to the second 
part of the scheme for the Militia, namely, 
that any new recruit whenever he joined 
should be bound te sign on for compulsory 
foreign service, he had very grave doubts 
as toits success. Although he knew that 
the mght hon. Gentleman had most 
excellent and high authority for believing 
that this arrangement would be a satis- 
factory thing with regard to the Militia, 
it seemed to him that he was endangering 
very seriously the recruiting possibilities 
by undertaking this scheme. He could 
not help feeling that there was a rooted 
objection in the mind of any recruit who 
jeined a Volunteer force to sign on for 
any compulscry foreign service. He had 
no doubt that in an emergency of any 
sort they would volunteer to undertake 
any obligation for their country, but he 
did not think it was a wise thing to insist 
upon this compulsory foreign service 
or the Militia. 


As far as he could understand it 
the whole scheme of the Secretary of 
State for War seemed to be of a 
temporising and temporary character. 
He understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man advocated the extreme blue-water 
theory. Notwithstanding what the Prime 
Minister said, he could not see that, if the 
extreme blue-water theory was carried 
out to its logical conclusion, there should 
be any need for any Militia or Volunteers 
in this country. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was of opinion that public opinion 
was not quite ready for his particular 
scheme, and he brought this in rather 
as an interim report, and hoped to do 
rather more in the future with the Volun- 
teer forces. Personally he was no be- 
liever in the extreme blue-water theory 
or the extremes of exaggeration as to 
the danger upon the North-West frontier 


Mr. Freeman-Thomas. 
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of India. He was, however, very anxious 
for Army reform, and he was convinced 
that the views of the right hon. Gentleman 
both with regard to the Volunteers and 
the Militia were unsound and detrimental! 
to both those branches of the service. 
For those reasons he should certainly 
vote for the reduction. 


Lreurenant-CoLoNeL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs) thought they 
should have some guarantee that if the 
numbers in the Volunteer battalions were 
reduced they would get greater efficiency. 
[Cries of “Speak up.”] He quite agreed 
with what the Secretary of State for War 
had said as to reducing the number of the 
Volunteers and making them more effici- 
ent. i those promises were carried out, 
and bigger allowances were given to both 
officers and men and other facilities were 
offered them, he was perfectly sure that 
the Volunteer forces throughout the 
country would not grumble in the least. 
But the right hon. Gentleman had never 
given them that assurance before, and 
he was pleased that on this occasion he 
had pledged himself in that direction. 
Another hon. friend of his had referred 
to the difference between corps in country 
districts and in big towns. It often hap- 
pened that country corps were much 
more difficult to keep up than town corps. 
They only wanted differential treatment 
where it was more expensive to maintain 
Volunteer corps. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.) said the Secretary of State for War 
stated that afternoon that, after consult- 
ing a great number of Volunteer and Im- 
perial Yeomanry officers, he had come 
to the conclusion that it was absolutely 
necessary to reduce the Volunteer force, 
as he had had to reduce the Imperial 
Yeomanry. Then he went on to use 
these extraordinary words— 

“It is a happy condition that men should be 
refused for an Imperial Yeomanry regiment.” 

That, he thought, was the most extra- 
ordinary statement ever made in the 
House of Commons by a Secretary ot 
State for War. It was not desirable that 
a Yeomanry regiment should be in a 
position to refuse men. It was not a 
good thing for the country that men who 
were willing to come forward with sutii- 
clent physique to make good soldiers 
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should be turned away by regimental | back to the House with proposals which 
authorities because the Minister in charge | discouraged men from enlisting in a 


of the War Office for the time being 
thought there were too many Volunteer 
soldiers in the country. The Prime 
Minister in connection with this point 


made an almost equally extraordinary | 


statement when he said that they had in 
the Army increased efficiency in numbers 


and a diminution in the establishment. | 
The hon. Member supposed the Secretary | 


of State for War intended to apply the 
same theory to the Volunteers. 
commanded a Volunteer regiment for 
some years, it was quite clear to him that 
a diminution of the establishment would 
not tend to increase the numbers or the 
efliciency. He was in the happy posi- 
tion of having had an excess of numbers 
over the establishment, and that had 
enabled him to turn away men under the 
standard who did not make desirable 
recruits. There were, however, com- 
manding officers who would have taken 
on these men because they had to recruit 
up to a certain number. He would sug- 
gest to the right hon. Gentleman that if 
he had decreased the establishment by ¢ 
certain percentage, say from 345,000 to 
300,000, he would have got rid of the 
excessive establishment while encourag- 
ing officers to get more men. The Volun- 
teer officers could have insisted upon a 
creater test of efficiency and a greater 
standard of physique without the putting 
ot difficuity in the way by the War Office. 

The Secretary of State for War gave 
three alternatives—to refuse numbers, to 
refuse facilities, or to raise the Estimates. 
If these were the only three alternatives, 
lie would have preferred to vote for an in- 
crease of the Estimates. The right hon. 
Gentleman had told them that he wished 
to act in accordance with the views of 
the majority of the Volunteer officers. 
He had from time to time consulted them, 
and he had always modified the pro- 
gramme. If he would give a further con- 
sultation he would still further modify 
the programme, and would not come 


| 
| 
| 


| valuable portion of the home forces. 


The hon. Member and a great number of 
others thought the Estimates for the 


| Volunteer force ought to be increased in 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


Having | 


order to provide a sufficient home force 
to ensure the security of these islands. 


*COLONEL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, W.) 
said that as an old Volunteer he wished to 
thank the Secretary of State for what he 
said that afternoon with regard to the 
Volunteer force. He was not one of those 
thin-skinned Volunteers who took offence 
at everything. He had felt disappoint- 
ment at some things which had been said, 
but the speech of the right hon. Gentle- 
man that day had in a considerable 
measure taken away that feeling. If they 
had to choose between going on as they 


| were or getting more advantages with re- 


duced numbers, he should prefer the latter 
as Offered by the Secretary of State for 
War. Hebelieved the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman would have the effect of 


| giving higher efficiency with the reduced 


| 


| 
| 
| 


} 


numbers. He thought that if they sub- 
mitted to the reduction this year, and if 
they got next year from the War Office 
the further advantages promised by the 
right hon. Gentleman, they should be 
satisfied. As to the large sums of money 
that were to be given to the Volunteers, 
he rather thought that the time for re- 
ceiving them was much farther off than 


hon. Gentlemen opposite seemed to 
imagine. In the meantime, as a bird in 


the hand was better than a bird in the 
bush, he thanked the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War for 
what he had already done ; and he only 
hoped that the right hon. Gentleman 
would give them a few more 15s. men 
if they could recruit them. 


Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 ; 
(Division List No. 103.) 
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Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 


Black, 
Blake, 
Boland, John 


Barlow, Join Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont. Wentworth C.B. 
Benn, John Williams 
Alexander 
Edward 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
srigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, George M (Edinburgh) 
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Burt, Thomas 
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Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
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Crean, Eugene 
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Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


And, it being after half-past Seven | 
the Chairman 


of the clock, 


Chair to make his Report to the House. | 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow ; 


, 


left the | Committee to sit again To-morrow. 








Cotton Supply 
EVENING SITTING. 


ct 
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we) 


ACCRINGTON CORPORATION BILL 
(BY ORDER). 
ACCRINGTON DISTRICT GAS AND 


WATER BOARD BILL (BY ORDER). 


CLAY CROSS RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) 
BILL (BY ORDER). 


Read the third time, and passed. 


SUBURBAN GAS BILL 


ORDER). 
Read the third time, 
[New Title.] 


SOUTH (BY 


and passed. 


WREXHAM GAS BILL (BY ORDER), 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ACTON SEWAGE BILL (BY ORDER). 

As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


ILFRACOMBE HARBOUR AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL (BY ORDER). 
As amended, considered; to be read 


the third time. 


NOTTINGHAM AND RETFORD RAILWAY 

BILL (BY ORDER). 

[Not amended], considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


OTLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL (CHANGED 
FROM “OTLEY GAS AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL”) (BY ORDER). 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
SEAHAM GAS BILL (PY ORDER), 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


SUNDERLAND AND SOUTH SHIELDS 
WATER BILL (BY ORDER). 


“As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
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COTTON SUPPLY (BRITISH DEPEND. 
ENCIES). 


*Sirn WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton) said he need make no apology 
for bringing a subject of su h great 
interest as that of the cotton- growing 
industry before the House. The cotton 
trade was one of the largest industries 
in the country. In fact, the number 
of persons employed in and dependent 
upon it was so great that it ranked 
next to the great industry of agriculture 
in importance. The Resolution he pro- 
posed to move was not framed in any 
hostile spirit to any section of the com- 
munity or any one concerned in the 
industry of cotton growing in any part 
of the world. He had no reason, there- 
fore to apprehend any hostile action 
being taken towards his Motion. To 
those connected with Lan ashire this 
subject must be of very vast importance, 
having regard to the fact that during 
the past three years this great industry 
had suffered from very great depression, 
the effect of which had been seen not 
only in the distress directly caused 
among the operatives engaged in it, but 
amongst all classes and all parts of the 
country concerned in its prosperity. He 
had had a very lively impression recently 
of the effects of the depression, and the 
consequent deficiency im _ receipts of 
the operatives engaged in this industry. 
There were towns in Lancashire which 
depended for their prosperity upon the 
power of the operatives every now and 
then to take a few days of well earned 
rest from their labour, and only recently 
he had been informed by a jusiice of 
the peace for the county that in the 
last few weeks forty-seven distress 
warrants had been issued in a town 
frequented for pleasure by operatives of 
the cotton trade. 


It was hardly necessary to emphasise 
the importance of this industry, because 
only last year it formed the subject of 
a few words in His Majesty's most 
Gracious Speech at the opening of Parlia- 
ment. Those words were-- 

“The insufficiency of the supply of the raw 
material upon which the great cotton industry 
of this country depends has inspired Me with 
deep concern. I trust that the efforts which 
are being made in various parts of My Empire 
to increase the area under cultivation may be 
attended with a large measure of success.” 
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He believed those efforts had been 
successful. In variovs parts of the 
Fmpire they had every reason to hope 
that gradually a cotton growing industry 
would be developed which would 
satisfy and make good the deficiency 
which from time to time arose. The 
depression of the last years had been 
caused by a succession of crops very 
much below the average. That of course 
affected prices; prices rose, and those 
who had to buy cotton for the purpose 
of carrying on their manufactures had 
to spend the same amount of money 
as Mm previous years for only about 
three quarters of the amount of cotton 
they then bought. This produced a con- 
siderable rise also in the cost of the manu- 
factured article. Of a necessity the direct 
result of this was that the demand for so 
high a priced article was much restricted. 
They could congratulate themselves that, 
for the moment, the depression had 
passed away, and prosperity was smiling 
on those engaged in the industry. 
Nothing was more gratifying than to go 
through the cotton manufacturing dis- 
tricts and see the cheerful and pleasant 
appearance of all engaged in this trade, 


Cotton Supply 


for which the conditions this year were 
very favourable. 

It might be said, “If we have a 
return to prosperity, why may we 
not hope that that prosperity will 


be continuous. Why should we trouble 
further about it?” That was amost 
short-sighted view to take, as would 
be seen if a closer and more compre- 
hensive view was taken. The cotton 
supply coming from America this year 
would amount to 12,500,000 bales. 
Seventy per cent. of our raw material 
came from the American cotton growing 
districts, and while the abundant supply 
of the present year came from the 
exceptionally good American crop, it 
was from that source that the depression 
had mainly arisen. Looking closely at 
the facts, we found that not only had 
the deficiency of previous years been 
of very serious moment, but that a 
deficiency must always arise in future 
years with even an average crop, be- 
cause the average supply a few years 
hence would be short of our require- 
ments. An examination of the figures 
oi the past ten years demonstrated 
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that we should require to obtain from 
other sources in the future cotton to 
be used in the mills in increasing quanti- 
ties each year. The total American 
cotton crop for 1895-96 was 7,157,000 
bales. Of that Great Britain took 
2,502,000 bales; the Continent 2,262,000 
bales, and America 2,593,000 bales. In 
1903-4 the total American crop was 
10,000,000 bales, of which Great Britain 
only received 2,500,000 bales, while the 
Continent took over 3,300,000 bales, and 
the American manufacturers over 
4,254,000 bales. So that the problem was 
not only how to keep pace with our owa 
requirements, but to allow for the in- 
creasing demand in America and on the 
Continent; and there was reason to 
believe that the possibility of increasing 
the area of American cultivation was 
small. He believed that our cotton 
industry now required a supply of 
3,000,000 bales over our share of an 
average crop, with a probable increase 
of 400,000 bales a year, and this 
additional supply must be procurable 
at a reasonable price, for it did 
not matter how much cotton could 
be obtained, unless the price enabled 


the manufacturers to obtain a 
profit on what he produced, the 
conditions of the additional supply 
must be such as would enable the 
finished production to be sold at 
prices which would be remunerative 


under average conditions. Such arrange- 
ments would therefore have to be 
made, which would provide that the 
countries which produced raw cotton 
would be able to sell it to the manu- 
facturer at a moderate price. The 
problem, therefore, was to find different 
parts of the world where cotton could 
be produced at such a price as would 
enable manufacture to be carried on. 
When times of prosperity come upon the 
people, they were too apt to consider 
that was going to be the normal condi- 
tion of things, and were apt to relax their 
efforts and leave the future to chance. 
Cotton manufacturers in the past had 
been too regardless of the future, and 
that was the temptation which was es- 
pecially likely to arise during a year of 
abundant prosperity. He suggested to 
those interested in the greater produc- 
tion of cotton that when their pockets 
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were full, that was the time to increase 
their subscription to the Cotton Growing 
Association, the object of which was to 
help the manufacturers to get a greater 
supply of cotton. No one who went 
into the facts could fail to see that what- 
ever increase was made in the produc- 
tion of cotton, it would be a work of time 
to bring that production up to our real 
requirements. 

Where was this country to find 
iis additional supplies? The greatest 
gratitude was due to the Cotton Grow- 
ing Association for the efforts it had 
niade to find out where suitable cotton 
could be grown, and the efforts thev had 
made to foster the industry in those 
places where it could be grown. He 
expressed his greatest admiration for 
the hard work they had done and the 
self-sacrifice they had made. Especially 
Was gratitude due to this association 
when one recollected that many of those 
who formed it were not directl: in- 
terested in the manufacturing industry. 
Those engaged in the manufacture, he 
was sure, would be quite willing to admit 
the great good that had been done. 
The Asscciaticn had stated as the 
result of careful examination that, 
with hardly one exception, cotton 
could be successfully grown in every 
British colony or protectorate with 2 
tropical climate. It was feared that 
any great development could hardly 
take place in India of cotton of a 
quality which could compete with 
the American preduct in our mills. 
The next part of the world to which 
attention had been directed was the 
West Indies, and in Barbadoes, St. 
Vincent and other islands cotton 
cultivaticn had been successfully com- 
menced and this season there had 
been a production of 5,000 bales, worth 
£100,000. He would not say more about 
that than that it was a most encourag- 
ing result. The first shipments had 
soll at 163d. per pound, and _ the 
industry could he still more largely 
developed with plentiful funds. The 
next part of the world which was alluded 
to in the memorandum of the British 


Cotton Growing Association was South | 


and East Africa, and perhaps he 
might congratulate the Colonial Secre- 
tary on the fact that East Africa had 
now come tnder the control of his Depart- 


Sir William Tomlinson. 
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ment. There were found in Uganda 
districts in which cotton could b» grown 
with advantage to the countr, as well 
as to our home markets, Owing to 
lack of funds very little had been 
done except to establish the fact that 
Kgyptian cotton would grow well in 
East Africa. In Nyassaland machinery 
and seed had been supplied to the planters 
and some advances had been made. 
The growing crop was estimated st 
10.000 bales of Egyptian cotton worth 
over £100,000. Three years ago cotton 
was unknown inthiscolony. With ample 
funds probably as good results could 
be obtained in British East Africa, 
Rhodesia, and South Africa, and if the 
capital was found there was every proba- 
bility in a few years time this part of 
the Empire would produce annually 
500,000 bales of leng stapled cotton. He 
did hope that the attention of the Govern- 
ment and the cultivators would be 
devoted to the development of the 
cotton industry in these territories, aud 





sufficient encouragement would be given 
to them to give the experiment a full 
chance of success. Last Friday he re- 
ceived a letter from a settler in the 
northern part of the Transvaal Color y 
|who had a very strong belief, which 
|was supported by those who knew 
|the country well, that there were large 
| tractsin South Africa which were capable 
}of growing satisfactory cotton. This 
correspondent stated that his experi- 
| mental crops of cotton were promising 
| 
| 


well, and he should serd the samples 
when ripe for examination by the 
| Agricultural Department of the Tranr- 
| veal. There did, therefore, seem some 
|hope that unless the price of cotto: 
became uncertain they might establish 
in that Colony cotton-growing with 
successful prespects before it. 


He passed on to West Africa. It was 
well known by all who had taken any 
interest in this subject that the conditions 
of soil, climate, labour, and other things 
were very favourable to the production 
of cotton of good quality in many 
parts of the West African Colonies, and 
there seemed to be a very good prospect 
of our being able to satisfy a large 
part of our requirements frcem those 
regions. The difficulty existing there, 
and probably in other parts of our 
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territories, was that of the cost of trans- 
port. It could easily be asvertained 
what it would co:t to grow cotton in 
particular districts, but the important 
question was what it would cost to bring 
the produce to the coast. He met, last 


autumn, a geitleman who was a 
Government official in one part of 
Nigeria. He was the son of a very 


respectel former Member of this House, 
Sir Richard Temple, and he told him 
that in a large district in Nigeria every- 
thing was favourable to the growing of 
cotton, but it was quite impossible at 
present to bring it down to the coast at 
reasonable cost. There was a further 
diliculty, on getting the cotton to the 
coast, of finding the means of transport to 
this country, but if cotton was grown in 
sufficient quantities that difficulty would 
he gotover. What the official in question 
said was wanted was probably a railway 
of some kind to bring the cotton from 
the district where it was grown to some 
point in the Niger where it could be 
transported to the coast during the three 
months of the year when the river was 
high enough to allow of the transportation 
being carried out. This was one of the 
points upon which they might fairly ask 
tor the active co-operation of the 
Government, and that without dealing 
with the question from anything 
lke a selfish or narrow point of view. 


The cotton trade was a trade of a very 
artificial kind. There was an element 
of artificiality in the fact that we had 
to bring the cotton from long distances 
to our manufacturers, Another element 
of artificiality was that 80 per cent. 
of our manufactures must be supplied 
for export. These things went hand in 
hand. We wanted cotton, and these 
territories if properly developed, would 
give us it. By this means we should 
civilise the undeveloped regions and 
turn them into much needed markets 
for our goods. Not only should we have 
helped these countries to develop their 
resources, but we should be able to make 
up the deficiency which was found even 
in average years in the supply of the 
American markets, and also provide for 
the increasing quantity which we re- 
quired to make up for the growing 
amount which was consumed in America 
und on the Continent. He did not think 
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that a subject of greater interest, looking 
to the future welfare of this country, 
could have been brought before the 
House. He was very pleased that the 
opportunity had been given him ol 
opening this discussion, and he had great 
pleasure in proposing the Resolution 
which stood in his name— 

“That, in view of the peril to which the 
industries of the United Kingdom using cotton 
as the principal raw material of their manu- 
factures are exposed by their too great de- 
pendence on the United States of America as 
their source of supply, and the good results of 
the operations already undertaken by the 
British Cotton Growing Association, this House 
desires to express its appreciation of the 
benefits derived by the encouragement afforded 
by His Majesty’s Government to the work of 
the association, and looks to a continuance 
of their good offices as one of the essential 
conditions of a speedy development of the 
resources of the Colonies, Dependencies, and 
Protectorates of the Crown as additional sources 
of supply of the cotton needed for the main- 
tenance of regular and adequately remunerated 
employment in one of the greatest of the 
national industries.” 


*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) seconded the Resolution, and 
said that both operatives and employers 
were very pleased that the hon. Baronet 
had had an opportunity of raising the 
question. The urgency in regard to the 
supply of cotton in Lancashire had gone 
on for four years, and it had reached a 
pitch at which they felt that something 
should be done and they were anxious to 
do it. Looking back four years, those of 
1901 and 1902 were depressed, and 1903 
saw many people idle, and it was esti- 
mated that the loss was not less thay 
£2,000,000 in the way of short time, loss 
of wages, as well as of profit. Coming to 
1904 the loss could not be estimated, but 
for the first six or eight months such 
a condition of things prevailed in Lan- 
cashire that none of them wished to see 
again. Short time was very general, and 
thousands of pounds were paid out of the 
operatives’ funds. It had been said that 
the condition of things in some of their 
large towns, chiefly those dependent upon 
American cotton for their mills, had 
never been witnessed since the days of 
the cotton famine, and he was sure those 
who lived in those times did not wish to 
see them recur. That condition of matters 
had brought about a desire on the part 
of the trade to do something to remedy 
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the evil, and, as usual in their county, 
this was a matter which both sides could 
look at with similar interest, so the 
employees and employers decided to 
take joint action, and as the result, the 
British Cotton Growing Association was 
formed, which was bearing good fruit. 
That association was governed by repre- 
sentatives of the cmpleyers’ associations, 
representatives of the operatives’ associa- 
tion, and individuals in the county of 
weight and influence who gave valuable 
aid to the work of the association. Both 
employers and employed had contributed 
to the funds. The operatives had con- 
tributed money to the extent of £9,000 
or thereabouts from the different trade 
unions, and some of the workpeople 
had contributed a day’s wage. The co- 
operative societies had also contributed 
a large amount of money in shares 
towards the formation of this association. 
In 1901-3 they thought that £50,000 
was sufficient to carry on this work, 
but in November of the fo'lowing year 
they raised a sum of £100,000, and 
last year it was felt by those respon- 
sible for the movement that nothing 
less than £50(0,000 was required to 
give this scheme a_ thorough trial. 
This was the sum’ which they believed 
would enable them to obtain relief from 
the monopoly and risk from the cotton 
corners to which they had been subject 
during the last few years. 


The figures as to price showed the need 
for reliei in regard to their dependence 
on America for 70 per cent. of their cotton 
supply, and encouraged them to widen the 
field of growth so that a sudden drought or 
a sudden demand in America might not 
send up prices. Mr. William Tattersall 
stated that in January, 1904, the price of 
cotton per Ib. was 6°88d,; in March, 8°78d.; 
in May, 7°12d. ; in July, 6°18d. ; in Septem- 
ber, 5°80d.; in November, 5°08d.; and 
December, 3°77d.; showing a difference of 
something like 4d. per lb., or 107 per 
cent. on the same article. They did not 
want these fluctuations, which were gov- 
erned by the supply, to continue. Mr. 
Tattersall also stated that the cotton crop 
from America for 1898 was 11,181,000 
bales and the average price that year was 
347sd. ; in 1900 the crop was 9,440,000 and 
the average price 5} 3d.; in 1901 the crop 
was 10,425,000 

Mr. Shackleton. 
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and the price was 66d. They had to 
include in that caleulation the except- 
tional demand made in America for the 
cotton and a greater demand on the 
Continent. the result being that if the 
growth had only gone down 250,000 bales 
the price had gone up 2d. The large 
American crop this year—he thought it 
was estimated at over 13,000,000 bales— 
did not effect the urgency or the import- 
ance of this work, and the necessity of 
new sources of supply remained. In the 
words of the Report of the Cotton 
Growers’ Association— 

‘*A shortage may occur next year or the year 
after with the same disastrous results to the cot- 
ton trade as have been experienced recently. In 
any case, some few years must elapse before the 
cotton grown under the auspices of the associa- 
tion can be of sufficient quantity to have an 
appreciable effect on the market. In the mean- 
time the requirements of the world are increas- 
ing year by year and the necessity for new 
sources of supply are as urgent as ever.” 


What had the association been doing ? 
Their work had covered something 
like twelve or fourteen districts and 
they had excellent reports from many ot 
them, although in a few they had only 
just started in their work. Experimental 
work was going on in India, the West 
Indies, West Africa, Gambia, Lagos, 
Southern Nigeria, and British Central 
Africa, As an example of the kind of 
work that was being done he would take 
the case of West Africa. The council 
stated that they had been advised that 
in order to encourage the natives to take 
up cotton it was essential that they 
should be able to depend on a re:dy 
market at a fixed price for their produce, 
and they had entered into an important 
agreement with the Government of West 
Africa whereby in consideration of certain 
grants being made to them by the 
Covernments of Sierra Leone, Lagos, and 
Southern Nigeria, amounting on the 
aggregat ‘to £6,500 a year, the association 
guaranteed to purchase all seed cotton 
offered at a fixed price of a ld. a pound 
for three years. The association further 
undertock to provide efficient ginning 
and buying facilities and to provide 


experts for the instruction of the natives. 


The association further undertook to 
establish a model plantation and to spend 
the sum of £10,000 gross in each colony 


; annually for the next three years. They 
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expected that the next three years would 
and show the possibilities of these districts, 
they anticipated, that as a consequence 
of this expenditure of £30,000, they 
would be assured of a constant supply 
from this part of the Empire. 


This was not merely a question affecting 
the cotton trade only; it extended to 
dyers, printers, bleachers, and finishers, 
the banks and railway companies, mer- 
chants, shippers, colliery owners, machine 
makers, and many others, not forgetting 
tie workpeople employed in those trades. 
All these people were directly interested 
in the success of the movement. He 
had no complaint to make against the 
Government in the matter; the Colonial 
Oflice had given them the assistance of 
their influence as far as they could ; but 
it was desired to impress upon the Gov- 
ernment the necessity of there being no 
relaxation of effort or withdrawal of 
sy npathy simply because a good spell 
of trade was being now experienced. 
Hay must be made while the sun shone, 
s0 as to ensure that when a cloud did 
come there would be means of coping 
with it. The association wished it to be 
clearly understood that what they were 
doing would benefit not only the trade 
of this country but also the colonies 
themselves. What they asked was that 
the Government should assist the develop- 
ment by encouraging the provision of 
transport facilities ‘and railw: ay communi- 
cations. Their object in bringing for- 
ward this matter was to let it be seen that 
the movement was not dead, and that 
they did not mean to let it die; and also 
to ask the Government to continue their 
sympathy with the movement and, if 
possible, to give more assistance in the 
way of transport facilities. He begged 
to second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That, in view of the peril to which the 
industries of the United Kingdom using 
cotton as the principal raw material 
oi their manufactures are exposed by 
their too great dependence on the United 
States of America as their source of 
supply, and the good results of the opera- 
tions already undertaken by the British 
Cotton Growing Association, this House 
dlesires to express its appreciation of the 
henefits derived by the encouragement 
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afforded by His Majesty’s Government 
to the work of the association, and looks 
to a continuance of their good offices as 
one of the essential conditions of a speedy 
development of the resources of the 
Colonies, Dependencies, and Protectorates 
of the Crown as additional sources of 
supply of the cotton needed for the main- 
tenance of regular and adequately re- 
munerated employment in one of the 
greatest of the national industries.” 


Mr. SAMUEE SMITH (Flintshire) said 
this matter had changed considerably 
since last year. Then the price of cotton 
was about 9d., and this year it was about 
4d. Last year the crop in America was 
10,000,000 bales, this year it was about 
14,500,000 bales. It was true that only 
about 12,500,000 bales would be de- 
livered, and 1,000,000 would be carried 
over to next season. The world’s 
total consumption of American cotton 
was 11,500,000 bales, so there would be 
a surplus of 2,000,000 bales. The extra- 
ordinary scarcity of last year was due 
to a succession of unfavourable seasons, 
coupled with an insect pest which had 
done great harm. There had been an 
immense increase in cotton growing 
in America, but he could not agree that 
the land available for cotton growing 
was practically exhausted. 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON - said 
he did not intend to go so far as that, 
but probably the extent to which the 
area could be enlarged was inconsider- 
able. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH said that, as 
an old cotton merchant who had been 
in the trade for forty-five vears, and 
had had occasion to watch very closely 
the development in America during that 
time, his impression was that, if the 
labour could be found, the cotton-grow- 
ing area could be doubled or trebled. 
The difficulty lay not in the land 
so much as in the question of labour. 
It was all a matter of price. At the 
prices of last year the labour difficulty 
largely disappeared as the growers 
could afford to pay higher rates, but 
with the price at 4d. it was difficult to 
make growing pay. This vear there 
had been a very good crop, and he 
believed there would be a good supply 
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next year also. It was very desirable 
to expand the area of cotton growing, 
as we were far too dependent upon the 
United States where they had a perfect 
genius for manipulating prices by specu- 
lation, with the result that when there 
was a short crop prices went up to a 
greater degree than was really justified, 
but he had not much faith in enlarging 
our supply by artificial means. The 
Indian crop last year was about 5,000,000 
bales, but it was nearly all consumed 
in India itself, the balance going to 
China and Japan. His own impression 
was that our best chance of increasing 
the supply lay in Egypt, ‘n the Sudan, 
on the one hand, and in Scinde on the 
other, where, in the course of the next 
fsw years, irrigation works would prob- 
ably make a considerable difference. 
But in any case the price would bring 
the supplv. If prices ruled high, we 
were sure to get the supply. If they 
ruled low, then the supply fell. With 
higher prices he thought the supply 
from America would go on increasing, but 
he doubted whether it would at a price 
of dd. No doubt the price suited Lan- 
cashire very well; the present year 
would probably be the best Lancashire 
had had in the life of the present genera- 
tion, and would go far to make up 
for last vear, when for six months the 
operatives were on short time and the 
manufacturers made little or no profit. 
But it was not good for trade to have 
either excessively high or excessively 
low prices. His belief was that an 
average price of 5d. per pound was 
the price which paid the grower reason- 
ably well and enabled the consumer 
to work with advantage. He wished 
Giod-speed to all the efforts of the Cotton 
Growing Association. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
agreed that we ought, if possible, to make 
our cotton supply independent of a 
ioreign country, and that, in our own 
Colonies and dependencies we should, as 
far as possible, provide against a recur- 
rence of the unhappy events of last vear. 
The points to which the Resolution called 
attention were, to his mind, exactly the 
points to which attention ought to be 
directed in regard to an important in- 
dustry of this kind. In the first place, 
attention was called to the perils incident 
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to being so entirely dependent on a supply 
from one source. As long as the in- 
dustry was so dependent there was 
likely to be a recurrence of the events 
of last year. The only effective remedy 
for the difficulties arising trom shortage 
of crop and fluctuation of price was to 
have as large an area as possible from 
which to obtain supplies of raw material, 
so that under the doctrine of averages 
the total supply should be regular what- 
ever might be the conditions in any one 
particular part of the world. It was 
unnecessary to emphasise that part of 
the Resolution. If a great industry 
carried on under somewhat artificial 
conditions, like the cotton industry, 
was to be maintained, every effort must 
be made to find a supply of the raw 
material which would be outside the 
fluctuations and perils to which atten- 
tion has been called. There were un- 
doubted perils in regard to the supply 
from the United States. Reference had 
been made to the growing demand on 
the Continent and elsewhere for the 
raw material of cotton, but the increased 
demand in the cotton-growing districts 
of the United States themselves consti- 
tuted a still more serious menace to the 
textile industries of Lancashire. He 
did not believe in the prophecies of evil 
in which Mr. Carnegie sometimes in- 
dulged, or that in the long run the great 
industrial manufactures would have to 
be carried on where the raw material was 
produced. He was not an alarmist to 
that extent, but it was undoubtedly a 
most important duty of those who looked 
forward to the maintenance of the in- 
dustries of this country and the interests 
of the operatives therein engaged, to 
make sure that those industries should 
not be imperilled in reference to their 
supplies of raw material, so far as it was 
possible to make arrangements to guar- 
antee them against shortage. 


The Report of the Cotton Growing 
Association produced a hopeful expec- 
tation, as far as experiments had gone, 
that over a large area of the world 
cotton could be grown successfully at 
prices and under conditions — suitable 
for the Lancashire industry, if only 
the opportunity were given. So far 
as the Cotton Growing Association was 
concerned it had done and was doing 
a very beneficial work; it had spert 
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its own money in a way which had 
already produced great results, and 
ii its expectations were realised, there 
was no reason why, after a series of years, 
we might not get a sufficient supply 
from outside sources to guarantee the 
Lancashire industry against the fluctua- 
ions and shortage which must constantly 
occur so long as we relied on the United 
States alone. He entirely agreed with 
the hon. Member for Clitheroe as to 
the duties of the Government. There 
was no desire that the Government 
should undertake duties that could be 
properly carried out by private enter- 
prise. The resources of Lancashire were 
sufficient so far as the matters were those 
that could be properly dealt with by 
private enterprise; but there were a 
large number of important matters with 
which private enterprise was not suited 
to deal. It was not suggested that rail- 
ways should be constructed through 
deserts, but that in districts where a 
probability of success in cotton growing 
had been shown by experiment the 
Government should assist by providing 
railways and means of communication, 
and thus aiding the general development 
of the districts concerned. He did not 
complain of what had been done hitherto 
hy the Government, but he thought it 
right that the extreme importance of 
this movement should be emphasised 
in the House, that the real advantages 
the association had already conferred 
hould be pointed out, and that it should 
be known that this association, with all 
its expert knowledge, had formed the 
opinion that over these large 
cotton could be grown on remunerative 
terms, Under these circumstances they 
looked to the Government to give that 
additional assistance which private enter- 
prise could not supply, but which must 
come from the Government themselves, 
nd therefore he heartily supported the 
Re-olution. 


areas 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said this 
question was of such enormeus import- 
ance to the constituents whom he had the 
honour to represent in that House, and 
also to the British Cotton Growing As- 
sociation of which he was an official, that 
he ventured very warmly 9n their behalf 
to welcome and support the Motion. He 
agreed with the view of the hon. Member 
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'for Flintshire that it was not the 
shortage of suitable land in the United 
States that restricted the supply of 
cotton that we might receive from that 
country, The real dificulty was the qaes- 
tion of labour. He had had a curious 
confirmation of that in two different ways 
recently, A friend of his received a letter 
from a prominent politician in the United 
States expressing the view that sooner or 
later—and sooner rather than later—the 
people of the United States would want 
to deport from their shores ten or eleven 
millions of negroes and send them back 
to Africa. He (Mr. Emmott) thoug)t 
that was a rather impossible thing to do, 
but it showed what some politicians cf 
the United States were thinking. if 
that happened it would at once take 
away from cotton-growing in the United 
States half-a-million of black farmers 
who grew cotton in the country. An- 
other letter was shown to him from a 
gentleman in the Western States who 
expressed the opinion that the difficulty 
in increasing the crop of American 
cotton arose from the fact that they 
could not find sufficient labour; and the 
writer expressed the view that it would 
be necessary if they were going to increase 
the crop—which he said they might easily 
double—to import Chinese labour to do 
the picking. This showed how very un- 
certain it was whether our supplies from 
the United States would increase or not, 


It was clearly right that we should try 
as far as possible to help ourselves in 
regard to this matter. The earlier and 
initial stages of cotton-growing in a 
new country were very laborious and 
difficult; but when they had got over 
those difficulties and established the 
fact that cotton could be grown at a 
remunerative rate the industry became 
very profitable. That was shown in the 
case of the United States. It was shown 
even more strikingly in the case of 
Egypt, for in Egypt, although the 
crop was of necessity very much smaller 
it was so profitable that land often paid 
as much as £5 or £6 an acre in the way 
of rent, a scale which would make the 
mouths of many landowners inthis country 
water. It was shown also in the case 
of Brazil, where the production of cotton 
had increased enormously, and also 
in the case of India. Obviously if they 
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could grow a larger quantity within 
the British Empjre there would be a 
doubly beneficial result, for it would be 
beneficial to the trade of Lancashire, 
and be even more beneficial to the places 
where the cotton was grown. 


He would state one or two specific re- 
sults which had resulted from the action 
of the British Cotton Growing Association. 
The quantity of sea island cotton grown 
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their thanks to the Under-Secretary 
the Duke of Marlborough, who had taken 
such a continuous interest in this matter 
from the moment he took office down 
to the present time. The Colonial Office 


| had helped them in many ways by pro- 


viding scientific experts and to some 
extent paving for them. They had also 


‘helped the association by advice, and 


in the West Indian Islands last year | 


was about 1,000 bales of this particular 


was expected to produce 5,009 bales. 
Not only in this instance had the quantity 
increased but the quality of the cotton 
had also improved. The inhabitants of 
the United States were becoming jealous 
of this success in the West Indies, and 
they were reconsidering the exportation 
of cotton seed, to diminish the risk of 
competition between the West Indian 
Islands and themselves. In the Soudan 
he believed there was a great field for 
an increase in the growth of cotton. 
The most encouraging results had been 
shown, for in 1902 the production was 
800 Kautars, in 1903 7,000, and 1904 
12,000 Kautars. In one portion of 
Central Africa last season, a season which 
proved to be unfavourable for cotton 
growing, 1,000 bales were produced, and 
the British Cotton Growing Association 
believed that 10,000 bales would be 
grown there this year, and they would be 
worth £100,000. The entire exports from 
British Central Africa only amounted 
to £30,000 at the present time, and it was 
therefore evident what aimmense benefit 
might be done this colony by an in- 
creased growth of cotton. He might 
refer to Lagos and other places where, 
although the results had been slow, 
something had already been achieved, 
and if the Government would continue 
to help as they were helping, he felt 
sure that with patience, perseverance, 
and scientific aid, a great deal more 
might be done for the cotton in- 
dustry and for our possessions across 
the seas, 


He wished to thank the Govern- 
ment for the assistance which the 
Colonial Office had given upon this ques- 
tion. He knew that the Colonial Secre- 


they had arranged to give free carriage 
to cotton grown in that area for a 
specified time. They had some grounds 


, b : 'therefore to hope that in future there 
kind of cotton, and this year the crop | I ps 


might be a very great increase in the 
growth of cotton in the British Empire, 


He had also indicated that there were 
very great and serious difficulties to be 
met. In the first place they must find 
suitable soil and suitable seed, and that 
was often a matter of careful experiment 
extending over many months, sometimes 
years before they achieved the most satis- 
factory results. In the second place they 
must interest the natives and the native 
chiefs in the growth of this commodity or 
else they could not get best results. In the 


third place they must be willing to offer, 


as the British Cotton Growing Associa- 
tion had agreed to offer, for a series of 
years a certain specified price. They 
must take the risk of loss and the chance 
of gain. In the last place it was neces- 
sary, if cotton was to be grown on a large 
scale, to arrange for roads and railways 
in order that they might carry to the 
coast and ship to England and elsewhere. 
Matters of this kind could best be done 
by cordial co-operation between such an 
association as the British Cotton Grow- 
ing Association and the Government. 
They could not expect great results 
quickly. Patience and perseverance and, 
above all, scientific experiments were re- 
quired to arrive at the best results. He 
was told that Germany, which country 
had for some years been experimenting in 
this matter, had not been put off by the 
fact that some of her earlier experi- 
ments were unsuccessful and had gone 


/on experimenting with artificial manures 


and with different seeds. They had 


| found out what was the best seed and 


tarv was deeply interested in this question, 
pt | | 


and he thought they aiso ought to give | 


Mr. Emmott. 


the best soil for that purpose. That 
was the kind of work which the British 
Cotton Growing Association must go on 
with for many years if they were really to 
arrive at the result they desired. 
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Some money of, course, must be wasted. 
Some had already been wasted, but the 
association was learning wisdom and 
buying its experience, and if the happy 
co-operation between it and the Govern- 
ment continued to exist—as he hoped it 
would—great results would be achieved. 
He thanked the Government for making 
the grant to the Imperial Institute for 
the purpose of experimenting in regard 
to cotton. He believed there would 
very shortly be opened in the institute 
an exhibition for the purpose of allowing 
anybody who was interested in the 
matter to see what was being done in 
various parts of the world in regard to 
cotton. But their gratitude to the 
Government was of the kind that looked 
for favours to come. He would like the 
Colonial Secretary to tell them when the 
British Central African railway to Blan- 
tvre was likely to be opened. A 
considerable quantity of cotton was 
being grown in that country, and it 
was very important that railways should 
be opened as soon as possible. He also 
wanted to know what the Government 
intended to do for the development of 
Northern Nigeria. It must be very 
difficult for the Colonial Office to extract 
from the Treasury any more money in 
regard to Northern Nigeria, and it was 
very natural when money was not plenti- 
ful that the Government should be afraid 
of public opinion not backing them up 
in any large expenditure there. Mean- 
while he asked them to remember that 
the cotton trade was a trade of national 
importance, and to take care that we did 
nothing to injure it, but rather to increase 
the supplies of raw material from the 
British Empire, the production of which 
would benefit not only the Cotton trade 
of this country but also the Colonies, 
dependencies, and protectorates where 
that cotton was grown. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said that as one of the 
Members representing Liverpool he de- 
sired to associate himself with the pro- 
position now before the House. Up to the 
present most hon. Members who had 
taken part in the discussion were those 
whose constituenci's were interested in 
the manufacture of cotton goods, but 
he wished to point out that Liverpool 
was doubly interested in the cotton trade, 
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| because it was, in the first place, the 
port through which the cotton supplies 
| reached the United Kingdom, and it was 
also the principal port from which the 
manufactured cotton goods were ex- 
ported. It was also the principal market 
for the sale of cotton. Therefore, in 
Liverpool they naturally took a very 
great interest in this movement. It was 
evident from the discussion which had 
already taken place that this movement 
was viewed with favour on all sides of the 
House. This movement was promoted 
by the people engaged in the trade, in- 
cluding both employers and employed, 
merchants and spinners, who felt the 
necessity for securing a greater supply of 
raw cotton, and who had started this 
movement for the purpose of growing 
cotton in parts of the British Empire 
where the climate and soil were particu- 
larly adapted to the growth of cotton, 
but where there was a great necessity 
for some encouragement being given in 
order that the cotton-growing industry 
should be planted in those parts. Speak- 
ing as the representative of the merchants 
of Liverpool, he was authorised to inform 
the House that they felt very strongly 
upon the question of doing something to 
make this country less dependent upon 
the American cotton supply. They re- 
cognised that, at the present time, and 
for some considerable time in the future, 
the American supply of cotton must be 
the principal supply open to this country, 
but, at the same time, they were fully 
aware that the fact that they had only 
one supply made the market particularly 
susceptible to corners and other in- 
conveniences detrimental to the cotton 
trade. They also knew that the demand 
for cotton in America was increasing 
faster than the supply, and they recog- 
nised that in a few years time the exports 
of cotton from the United States would 
begin to decrease owing to the increased 
demand for it in the United States itself. 
On these grounds, it was desirable that 
they should increase their sources of 
supply trom various parts of the British 


Empire. The {imperial aspect of it was 
that thev found in this movement a 


means of drawing the Colonies and 
the mother country closer together, and 
this wes a method of accomplishing 
it which was approved by ali 
Parties. While it was not desirable to 
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discourage individual initiative, the Gov- 
ernment ought, in view of what was | 
done in other countries, to do something | 
to assist the trade of this country, and at 
all events to give it their hearty and 
sympathetic co-operation wherever pos- 
sible. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
thought the debate which had taken 
place was likely to be a very useful one. 
There was a general concord of opinion, 
and although there was not a large attend- 
ance of Members that was no doubt due 
to the fact that it was felt that there was 
nothing controversial involved, and that 
those who were not present agreed that 
this subject was an appropriate one to 
which their attention should be directed, 
and one upon which the Government 
might very properly be invited to give 
such help as a Government could give. 
He thought the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Preston was entitled to their thanks 
for having brought a very important 
subject to the notice of the House. He 
wished to join in urging the Colonial 
Office and the India Office to take all such 
steps as they properly could to foster 
the growth of cotton in British de- 
pendencies and to obviate the neces- 
sity of our depending so largely for our 


supplies on the United States. It was 
clear, from the growing number of 


cotton mills in the United States, that 
they would absorb a greater and greater 
quantity of the cotton produced there ; 
and when the cotton supplies were drawn 
almost entirely from one country it was 
more easy to organise rings and capture 
the market than when there were a 
number of sources of supply. These 
were two reasons for concluding that in 
this matter the interests of the whole 
British Empire coincided with the 
interests of the trade in Lancashire. 
Among the numerous places in the world 
where cotton could be grown, he had 
not heard much said that evening about 
Uganda and the Kast African Protector- 
ate, where much cotton could be grown 
and where labour was comparatively 
abundant. From Burma, where there 
was a good deal of land still unoccupied, 
a considerable supply could be drawn. 
In joining other hon. Members in com- 
mending this subject to the benevoient 
consideration of the Colonial Office, he 


Mr. Charles McArchur. 


{COMMONS} 


) . . . 
did not suggest large direct expenditure, 


(British Dependencies). 564 
| but rather that (ape of growing 
cotton should be brought to the attention 
of growers, that communications should 
be developed, and that something should 
be done in the way of helping se lentific 
produc tion of the best kind, as had been 
done in the West Indies with regard to 
sugar production. Whatever the Colonial 
Office might do in this matter would have 
the hearty sympathy of the House. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrecroy, 
wick and Leamington) said it was a 
matter of great satisfaction to him thet 
for once the Department over whic! he 
had the honour to preside had met with 
the approval of all sides of the House, 
Government aid had been invoked very 
freely from all quarters of the House, and 
the circumstances under which it 
invoked marked an interesting change 
of opinion. The Continental nations who 
had colonies, and more particularly the 
French and the Dutch, had set us the 
example of developing the great estates 
under their charge, an example which i+ 
was almost necessary that we should 
follow to some extent. He thought even 
the strongest believers in private enter- 
prise and freedom from State interference 
recognised that the conditions under 
which that maxim might be quite ap- 
plicable in former days had altered in 
the present time. Nowadays it 
almost hopeless for individuals to con- 
duct undertakings that involved a very 
large expenditure, a retarn on which 
could not be expected for many vears, 


FOR 


War- 


Was 


Was 


for they found themselves confronted 
with the far- -sighted and most formid- 
able rivalry of States and cities. We 


spent immense sums in acquiring large 
territories, and very large sums were 
granted from the Exchequer for their 
administration. In the case of Northern 
Nigeria, as had been pointed out, £450,000 
a vear was annvally granted for adminis- 
tration; and, persenally, he held the 
view that it would be good business, when 
there was such an expenditure as that 
on administration, to spend also £5,000 
to £10,000 a year in prospecting and 
discovering, so as to get more return to 
the country. His term of office, how- 
ever, had been in the lean years, and 
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he thought hon. Members would recog- | jor India had made representations to 
nise that to approach the Treasury in | the Indian Government, and that Govern- 
such years with a demand for Jarge grants | ment had undertaken, conjointly with 


for these purposes would be_ useless. 


| the association, 


But he would like to point out what had | 


been done at the Colonial Office, 
India Office, 
for the assistance of the Bri‘ish Cotton- 
Growing Association. 

That association was formed in 1902, 


the | 
and the Board of Trade | 
' been going on very briskly, 


to bear the cost of an 
experiment which had been started i 

Bengal. Our best hopes in India were 
centred on Scinde, where operations had 
and where 


|an officer who had had great experience 


ud they had co-operated with them with | 


great promptitude. 
accurate in saying that the production of 
cotton within the confines of the Empire 
since 1902 had been trebled. The best 
way of fostering the cotton 
within our Colonial Empire was in general 
to educate the natives in the production 
of that commodity. 
which had taken place, so far as the 
operations with which we had _ been 
concerned went, was in the West Indies. 
Although the production in 1904 was 
very small, there was an estimated pro- 
duction for this year of 5,000 bales. 
The quality of the cotton produced there 
was, as had been pointed out, one which 
was specially desirable for Lancashire. 
A system of scientific superintendence 
had been in operation in the West Indies, 
and the Government had endeavoured 
to follow somewhat similar methods 
elsewhere. Since last year they had in 
West Africa agreed to appoint a scientific 
agricultural Commissioner, who would 
supervise all the cotton-growing opera- 
tions, and would, so far as_ possible, 
superintend, educate, and instruct the 
natives. It was hoped that good results 
would be obtained there. In British 
Central Africa a very considerable result 
had been achieved. In 1904 the value 
of the cotton produced was not much 
more than £1,000; for 1905 the esti- 
mated production was some £50,000. 
In Sierra Leone, Lagos, and Southern 
Nigeria the colonial Governments had 
contributed to the Cotton Growing Asso- 
ciation £2,500 a year. The railways 
in these States had carried free of charge 
all cotton which had been produced by 
the British Cotton Growing Association. 
Experiments had also been made in 
Gambia. He maintained that a good 
deal had been done by the Colonial 
Office for the association considering 
the time which had been available for 
the purpose. The 
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Secretary of State | 


He thought he was | 


industry | 


The greatest success | 


|in India was now making experiments 


with the seed of the Egyptian plant. 
He was sanguine that in Scinde this 
cotton might have a very great future. 
The increase in the acreage under cotton 
in that province was very considerable, 
and the output had nearly doubled in 
the last three years. He ought not 
to omit to mention what the Board of 
Trade had done also for the assistance 
of this great industry by granting another 
£500 a year to Professor Dunstan and 
his staff at the Imperial Institute for 
scientific investigation and selection of 
seeds. It had already been recognised 
how valuable a service had been rendered 
by these investigations. He did not 


| wish unduly to glorify the Departments 


| enterprise. 


| effort ought to be made, 


of which he had been speaking, but he 
wished to point out that they had not 
relaxed their efforts for a moment since 
last vear. In conclusion, he would add 
an expression of his hopes that Lancashire 
itself would co-operate readily and liber- 


ally with the British Cotton Growing 
Association, which had worked so hard 
in the last three years in this great 


It had been supported by 
some of the employers, but the present 
time was one in which surely a great 
and he trusted 
that out of its present prosperity Lanca- 
shire would contribute liberally to the 


| magnificent work which the association 


was doing. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that 
as a member of the Cotton Growing 
Association, and one engaged in the 


| cotton trade, he should not be suspected 


of opposing this Resolution, but he did 
regret the bringing forward of the Reso- 
lution because he thought it was quit> 


unnecessary. It was really a testimonial 
to the right hon. Gentleman and the 


Colonial Department. If the Depart- 
ment had done evervthing they could 
have done and should have done, and 
were going to do everything they could 
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do, why bring this matter before the 
House ? He was quite prepared to join 
in a testimonial to the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his Department on a proper 
occasion, but there was a danger about 
it of which he wished to warn the House. 
They in that House knew quite well what 
the motives and feelings of the Govern- 
ment were, but what would outsiders say ? 
They would reflect upon the reputation of 
Lancashire,and would say that the county 
was coming to the House of Commons in 
a selfish way, Lancashire had the repu- 
tation of being a selfish county, and he 
had heard it said that they looked keenly 
alter their own interests. He wanted 
to warn the public and Members of the 
House that Lancashire did not want 
anything different in this matter from 
any other place. The people of that 
county were not coming cap in hand for 
any particular favour. He knew the 
fiscal question was, like King Charles’s 
head, always bobbing up, and he did not 
want to frighten away the Prime Minister. 
The right hon. Gentleman was gallantly 
sticking to his position to-night as a 
Lancashire Member, even though some 
people thought he had not always done so. 
They had heard about Empire-grown 
cotton, and he could not help thinking 
of the parallel idea of Empire-grown 
corn, Lancashire was quite sound upon 
this matter, but it did not want anything 
contrary to the fiscal principles to which 
the county was so enthusiastically de- 
voted. They did not want any Empire. 
grown cotton grown on false economic 
principles—grown by Government. bol- 
stering up of any kind whatever. During 
the American War Lancashire stuck 
faithfully to the North, though it suffered 
tremendously for its faithfulness. It 
would stick with equal faithfulness to its 
economic principles. They did not want 
Empire-grown cotton at the expense of 
sound fiscal principles. All they asked 
was that the Government should treat 
the Empire as an estate and develop it 
not for any particular trade. 
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*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said jhe 
very much regretted the tone of some of 
the hon. Member’s remarks, because he re- 
membered he made the same appeal on 
behalf of Lancashire last year when the 
matter was discussed. 


Mr. Harwéod. 
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Mr. HARWOOD: What appeal? | 
have not made any appeal. 


(British Dependencies). 


*Mr. PEEL said the appeal was made 
when the hon. Gentleman asked the 
House not to imagine that Lancashire 
came cap in hand in order to get some- 
thing out of the Government. The hon. 
Member said so last year. He himself 
was glad to see this sudden renewal of 
interest in the cotton-growing industry 
on the Opposition Benches. It was un- 
fortunate that the hon. Member for 
Bolton should have insisted on bringing 
forward the fiscal question on which 
there had been a good many discussions 
during recent Tuesdays and Wednesdays. 
[An Hon. Memper : How do you know ?] 
The hon. Member seemed to object to a 
testimonial being offered to the Colonial 
Office in regard to this matter. 


Mr. HARWOOD: What I said was 
that I did not like its being brought for- 
ward because I thought it might lead to 
a misunderstanding of the position of 
Lancashire. 


*Mr. PEEL said hedid not think there 
was the slightest fear of any misunder- 
standing of the position of Lancashire by 
the bringing forward of the Motion. He 
wished to join in the congratulations to 
the Colonial Office, and the other Depart- 
ments concerned, on the work which had 
been done during the past year for the 
development of cotton growing. He 
was glad that attention had been given 
first of all to West Africa, because it 
offered perhaps the best field within the 
British Empire for an increased pro- 
duction of cotton. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had spoken of the 
possibilities of East Africa and Uganda, 
pointing out, quite rightly, that there was 
a large native population whose labour was 
available for the growth of cotton. It 
should, however, be remembered that 
Uganda was a considerable distance from 
the sea, and that the cost of transport 
must for some time, at all events, militate 
against the production of cotton in mar- 
ketable quantities. He did not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
read an interesting book by Sir Charles 
Elliot on East Africa, in which he indi- 
cated the opinion that he was not hopeful 


torthe present that much could be done 
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in the way of cotton growing. In West 
Africa there was a very different posi- 
tion, ample opportunity being afforded for 
the production of cotton on a large scale. 
He need hardly remind the right hon. 
Gentleman, the distinguished historian 
opposite, that West Africa, especially 
the northern parts of Nigeria, had had 
for centuries a reputation for its supply 
of cotton and its fine cotton cloths. 
The population of the country had been 
accustomed for these centuries not only 
to the growth but to the manipula- 
tion of cotton in various ways. 
Therefore, there was the advantage of 
native labour, which had been dis- 
turbed when the slave trade was 
put an end to, but which was now reach- 
ing its old proportions since we had 
given the natives security of govern- 
ment. A great development of the 
cotton industry might consequently be 
expected, as the natives had a very 
strong commercial instinct, and as soon 
as they knew that there was a demand 
for it they would grow and deal in it 
most freely. In Northern Nigeria there 
was an immense extent of the very best 
class of cotton ground. He might re- 
mind his right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary that last year he had promised 
that experiments would be made in 
cotton growing and management, and 
also in supplying good seed to the na- 
tives. He did not think that the right 
hon. Gentleman had done that on a large 
scale. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : A good deal has 


been done. 


*Mr. PEEL said he had not heard 
every word of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech, because there had been so much 
hilarity on the opposite side of the House. 
He was, however, extremely glad to hear 
what the right hon. Gentleman had said, 
because this was one of the cases where 
Government might co-operate with pri- 
vate enterprise. He was very much 
against setting up large plantations for 
cotton growing ; his idea was small hold- 
ings cultivated by the natives themselves, 
and central ginning factories of the best 
type in each district. He had every 
confidence, from all the reports he had 
had from West Africa, that there would 
be a great development in the growth 
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of first-class cotton there, and that a 
sufficient quantity would be raised to 
make it marketable in Lancashire, and 
sufficient in amount to meet any short- 
age there might be in the American pro- 
duction, although it must be some time 
before their markets could be in any 
sense independent of the American 
sup lies. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Resolved, That, in view of the peril to 
which the industries of the United 
Kingdom using cotton as the principal 
raw material of their manufactures are 
exposed by their too great dependence 
on the United States of America as their 
source of supply, and the good results of 
the operations already undertaken by 
the Biitish Cotton Growing Association, 
this House desires to express its ap- 
prec'ation of the benefits derived by the 
encouragement afforded by His Majesty’s 
Government to the work of the Associa- 
tion, and looks to a continuance of their 
goo. offices as one of the essential condi- 
tions of a speedy development of the 
resources of the Colonies, dependencies, 
and pro‘ectorates of the crown as addi- 
tional sources of supply of the cotton 
needed for the maintenance of regular 
and adequately remunerated employment 
in one of the greatest of the national 
industries. —(Sir Wiliam Tomlinson.) 


LOCAL TAXATION. 

Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) said 
that in bringing before the House the 
question of the incidence of local 
taxation, he hardly thought that any 
fault could be found with the subject 
as unimportant or inopportune. For 
some years they had been marking time 
while the Royal Commission was ex- 
amining the matter and making up their 
minds upon it; but for more than four 
years the Report of that Commission 
had been in the hands of the public, and 
there was no reason for marking time 
any longer, but every reason for going 
forward. He hoped the Motion he was 
about to propose would not incur the 
stigma of being called an abstract Re- 
solution, which was never a favourite 
with the House, although there was no 
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choice lor a private Member but to pro- were more likely to be wel 
ceed by way of abstract Resolution. He carried out by local bodies. In 
was not without hope that by the stimu- such cases minute investigation was 


lus of public opinion caused by the 
Report of the Roval Commission, and the 
Resolutions passed by this House, the 
Government would not allow the matter 
to sleep, but give a promise to do 
something in a practical direction to 
carry out the object of the Resolution. 
He might add that on the previous 
Saturday at the meeting of the Associa- 
tion of Municipal Associations in the 
Guildhall, the question of the reform ot 
local taxation and of its incidence was 
brought in directly or indirectly by every 
representative of those municipal as- 
scclations. 

To return to the Royal Commission ; 
there were several things on which the 
members differed, but on one thing they 
were all agreed. That was that no small 
part of the rates paid by any locality went 
to meet expenditure in which the locality 
had no especial interest beyond any 
other locality in the kingdom: and his 
Motion was designed to point out that 
when a locality was ordered to do some- 
thing ior the benefit of the community 
at large, then the State and not the 
lecality ought to pay for it. For instance, 
education gave no special benefit to any 
particuar locality. and thereiore all 
orders by the State in regard to education 
ought to be paid for by the State. Then 
there was the relief of the poor, and the 
maintenance of main roads, the cost of 
which should be shiited from the rates 
to the Imperial Exchequer. The whole 
principle of his Re: olution was expounded 
at page 1] of the final Report of the Royal 
Commission. It had been said that an 
attempt to distribute the burden which 
ought to be borne by the Imperial tax- 
payer and the loca! ratepayer in pro- 
portion to the direct money benefit 
cach received, was like the riddle of the 
Sphinx. The test that a rate was justifi- 
abe; was that it would add to the money 
value of the buildings or land assessed. 
In short, a rate properly imposed was a 
profitable investment, and not a burden 
at all, such as that for defraying the 
cost of lighting the streets and the removal 
of house refuse. Then, in regard to the 
nu.ture of Imperial grants, there were 
seme serv.ces which were of the first 
Iniportance to the natiop, but which 


Mr. Purvis. 


necessary, with a knowledge of personal 
character; and the best illustration of 
that was the relief of the poor. His 
argument was that such an expenditure 
ought not to be defrayed from the 
revenue derived from a particular rate, 
but from the Consolidated Fund. One 
reason for that was that assigned revenues 
from particular taxes were not suitable, 
because no one could foretell the exact 
amount required, and the local authori- 
ties could not frame their local budgets. 
Another reason was that assigned revenues 
from a particular district did not always 
correspond with the needs of that parti- 
cular district. Where the service was 
national, by common consent it ought to 
be paid for by the nation just as much 
as the expenditure on the Army and the 
Navy. He hoped the Government would 
indicate some intention of bringing 
forward some legislation to carry out 
the findings of the Local Taxation Com- 
mission without any delay. He begged 
to move. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he had great pleasure in seconding 
the Resolution, because he had no hesi- 
tation in saying that the allocation of 
the present burdens was unjust to the 
local ratepayers. Education, the main- 
tenance of main all sanitary 
matters, especially vaccination, should 
be borne more largely by the Imperial 
Exchequer than at present. Of late 
years personal property had grown 
immensely, and it was only just to the 
ratepayers that a larger share of the 
burden of local taxation should be put 
on the shoulders of the owners of persona! 
property. The effect of the present 
system was to drive away capital from 
this country, and invest it in the develop- 
ment of other lands. He hoped the 
Government would undertake a general 
rearrangement of the local taxation, 
They had shown their sense of the in- 
equality of that taxation by carrying 
out one of the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission in the passage of 
the Agricultural Rating Act. 


roads, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That, in view of the distinction, 
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affirmed in the main Report of the 
Royal Commission on Local Taxation, 
between services preponderantly national 
but generally onerous to the ratepayers 
ind services preponderantly local which 
confer upon the ratepayers a direct and 
peculiar benefit, more or less commen- 
surate with the burden, no arrangement 
of taxation is equitable which does not 
provide that local authorities have an 
amount assigned from the Imperial 
taxes fully representing the interest 
of the general community in local ex- 
penditure on onerous services.” —(.Mr. 
Purvis.) 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said they were all 
agreed with the mover and the seconder 
of the Resolution that this was a most 
important subject, and extremely in- 
teresting to dwellers in towns as weil 
as those in the rural districts. He quite 
agreed that agriculture was so burdened 
with rates in this country that it could not 
compete with the agricultural industry 
in other countries where no such burdens 
existed. He was not sure, however, 
that the method proposed by the hon. 
trentleman for the relief of local taxa- 
tion would carry out what he desired. 
He wanted to know how personal pro- 
perty was to be brought in. 


And, it being. Midnight, the Debate 
stood adjourned. Debate to be resumed 
fo-morrow. 


THE BRIGHTON ELECTION. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(SirA, Acland-Hood). 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he had intended to ask the 
Prime Minister what were the intentions 
of the Government in the face of the news 
which had arrived that night as to the 
fate which had befallen a member of his 
Administration. Notice was given to the 
Prime Minister that a question of that kind 
would be raised; the paper was handed 
to him and the right hon. Gentleman 
read it, and forthwith marched out of 
the House. The discourtesy with which 
the right}hon, Gentleman was treating 
the House, of which he was still nemin- 
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ally the Leader, was becoming absolutely 
offensive; it had degenerated into per- 
sonal rudeness. He thought it was about 
time the House of Commons should 
resent such behaviour. This was not 
merely a@ matter which affected Members 
on that side of the House. He was 
certain that if the Leader of the House 
had happened to be a Liberal, there 
would have been scenes which would 
have, at any rate, brought an end to any- 
thing of that kind such as had occurred 
during the past few weeks. He appealed 
to hon. Members opposite who were 
gentlemen to resent conduct which was 
not worthy of an hon. Gentleman, leav- 
ing alone the Leader of the most famous 
Assembly in the world. The Prime 
Minister having thus treated the notice 
given him with wilful an deliberate dis- 
respect, he could only proceed in the 
tight hon. Gentleman’s absence. Here 
was an election—not like the other 
elections which had occurred during the 
last three or four years—in which the 
constituencies of the country had been 
expressing their opinion about the Govern- 
ment. The by-election at Brighton was 
not produced by a mere accident. The 
constituency was chosen by the Prime 
Minister, after a long deliberation, as the 
constituency the Member for which was 
sure of re-election on this appointment to 
office. At least, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said, the air of Brighton was safe 
enough for the broken nerves and the 
broken reputation of Ministers. But even 
Brighton did not save them. The 
candidate of the Government was a 
thoroughly popular and a strong local 
man, and yet he had been rejected by a 
majority of over 800, while some years 
ago he was returned by a majority of 
2,000. Nobody would say one disparaging 
word against the hon. Gentleman. He 
himself had been present at a meeting in 
Brighton when every speaker spoke in 
the highest terms of the [ory Candidat> ; 
and that was the case at every Liberal 
meeting. Every circumstance was in 
favoir of the Government. But the 
coufidence which the Government had 
placed in the gullibility of the electors of 
Brighton was treited with the contempt 
which it deserved. The Government was 
lost long ago to all self-respect. But he 
appealed to the followersfof the Govern- 
ment t9 try to impress upongtheir leader 
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that it would be inconsistent with pre- 
cedent and inconsistent with honour that 
they should continue in office after the 
overwhelming verdict which had been 
given against them at Brighton. He 
asked the Patronage Secretary to the 
Treasury, who was like the faithful 


sentinel at Pompeii, whether, in the. 


absence of the Prime Minister, he ought 
not to move the adjournment of the 
House till Monday in order to give the 
Government an opportunity of recon- 
sidering their position. The verdict of 
Brighton proved this, that it was not 
only education, fiscal reform, or the 
Sugar Convention of which the country 
disapproved, but that there was a general 
and emphatic sense of disgust with the 
Ministry. This flovting and insult to 
the House and the country ought not to 
he tolerated any longer ; and there never 
was a better proof of the self-restraint of 
the country that they had tolerated it so 


long. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) said he 
thought the House was entitled to have 
from the Patronage Secretary to the Trea- 
sury some intimation of the intentions of 
the Government, because they met under 
peculiar circumstances. He understood 
that on Monday the Budget was to be 
introduced, and was it right or decent in 
the face of the remarkable expression of 
opinion that day that the Government 
should make preparations for carrying 
on the finances of the country for another 
year? Not only that; the House had 
been engaged for a week in considering 
what the Secretary for War was pleased 
to call a scheme of Army reform, 
but which hon. Members on both sides 
of the House believed to be a scheme for 
the destruction of the Volunteer force 
of this country. He asked theright hon. 
Gentleman the Patronage Secretary to 
send for the Prime Minister, if the First 
Lord of the Treasury was in the pre- 
cincts of the House, and let him know 
that the House desired to be informed 
what his intentions were. Or, if the 
right hon. Gentleman wished, as he was 
entitled to do, to consult his colleagues 
in the Cabinet as to the procedure they 
were now to adopt in view of what had 
happened that evening, he ought to come 
to the House and explain that it was his 
intention to do so. The right hon. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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Gentleman had shown great courage 
under very discouraging circumstances 
before, and surely he was not afraid to 
come and face the House of Commons in 
regard to the matter which had brought 
about this election to-day. He felt that 
an injustice had been done to Scotland 
in this matter. He saw on the Treasury 
bench the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade, who was the Minister that ought 
to have been offered as a sacrifice. That 
hon. Member, they all thought, was no 
doubt fit and suitable to fill a certain 
office, the vacancy of which had brought 
about the election in Brighton, the 
result of which they had just heard. 
But, the Blackfriars Division of Glasgow 
was evidently not considered a safe seat, 
and a post was given to the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Brighton. But, 
even in that part of the country there 
was hardly a voice which could say any- 
thing in favour of the present Govern- 
ment. In the interests of public decency 
and in the interests of this House, with 
all its great traditions, they were entitled 
to have more consideration than they had 
received from the Prime Minister. The 
right hon. Gentleman was present in the 
Chamber a few minutes ago, and he surely 
knew what had happened at Brighton, 
even if he did not know what occurred 
in the House the other evening. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Rentrew, 


|W.) said he had listened to the hon. 


Members opposite, and he was bound to 
say that he thought they had gone 
beyond the point to which they were 
entitled to go in their action—as a result, 
no doubt, of the exciting news which 
they had heard from Brighton. They 
seemed to suggest that it was the duty 
of the Patronage Secretary to produce 
the Prime Minister, That was an en- 
tirely novel view to take. No doubt the 
Brighton election had been very acutely 
contested. Hon. Members on the other 
side of the House had been deeply 
interested in the part they had taken in 
that election; and there had been great 
discussions as to what had been the 
deciding influence in bringing about the 
result of that election, He had appeared 
in that House in many characters. 


An HON. MEMBER on the Oppost- 
tion Benches: Which character are you 
in now ? 
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we 
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Sin CHARLES RENSHAW said he 
was sometimes spoken of as a Scotsman ; 
but he was a Sussex man, and he knew 
perfectly well that there had been in 
Brighton an overweening opinion on the 
part of the Conservative organisation as 
to the strength of that organisation. 
That had caused him, as a Sussex man, 
cousiderable apprehension. It was al- 
ways the case where there had been a 
great majority in a previous election, 
He thought hon. Members on the oppo- 
site side of the House would agree with 
him in that; because they knew them- 
selves what injury had been caused to 
their Party from having too large a 
majority. There was another cause 
which had been of influence in this elec- 
tion, and which was of a purely local 
character; and that was the questions 
connected with the ecclesiastical position 
li the country. 


An HON. MEMBER on the Oppost- 
TION Benches: You had that at the 


last election. 


Str CHARLES RENSHAW said that 
there was a very strong feeling in regard 
to these Church questions in Brighton. 
Hon, Members opposite suggested that 
the result at Brighton was due to some 
dereliction of duty on the part of the 
Government ; but he contended that it 
had far more to do with the state of 
the Party organisation owing to over- 
confidence, and with the state of things 
in that constituency in regard to Church 


matters. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said that 
perhaps in many Administrations the 
post of Junior Lord of the Treasury was 
not a very important office, but to the 
present Government the Whips’ office 
was one of the most important depart- 
ments on which they relied for their Par- 
liamentary success; and the Government 
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had lost one of their men from that 
office. He dared say that the Prime 
Minister must sometimes regret that he 
had not yet been able to carry his 
cherished scheme of aootishing the re- 
election of a Minister after taking office. 
He thought, after what had happened 
that day, the House would be ill-advised 
in approving of such a scheme, because 
the value of re-election had been proved 
as well in the past as that day. The hon 
Baronet opposite thought that the result 
of the election in Brighton was largely 
owing to religious causes. He had the 
advantage of being present at a meeting 
in Brighton the previous night, and he 
could tell the hon. Baronet, that, al- 
though he did not know the constituency 
so well as the hon. Baronet claimed to 
do, there was a tone and temper in the 
whole constituency which was quite 
unmistakable as to its Liberalism. The 
shams and shibboleths of the Govern- 
ment were nothing but cardboard de- 
fences when it came to an election. 
The country was net impressed with the 
ingenuous trickery of the Prime Minister, 
and if the Government had the courage 
of their opinions they would appeal 
to the country and then see what 
the result would be. He entirely re- 
pudiated the suggestion that this elec- 
tion had no significance. The country 
was sick of the Government, of their 
devices, their tricks, of their desertion of 
their posts, and of the way which they 
had treated the House. He told the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that if they 
cherished the hope that this was nothing 
but a passing phase, a regrettable in- 
cident which would have no effect upon 
the total result of the general election» 
then they were very much mistaken. 
They, on that side of the House, very 
much resented the absence of the Prime 
Minister, for they felt that in discussing 
this question they ought to have his 


presence. If the right hon. Gentleman 
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was not able to be present now, why was 
it that he still claimed to lead this 
Chamber? It seemed to him that the 
result of the Brighton election was one 
which the 
morally ignore, and therefore he entirely 


Prime Minister could not 


supported the view of the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon Boroughs in the remarks 
which he had made. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Heicester) said 
that the 
seemed to think that the disaster to his 


hon. Member for Renfrew 
Party had been caused by religious 
differences between the Protestant Party 
and the Tory Party in Brighton. Surely, 
if that were so, some respect should be 
paid to the religious opinions of so faith- 
ful a constituency as that of Brighton. 
He had been more than twenty-five years 
Probably he 


was one of half-a-dozen present who had 


a Member of this House. 


had so long an association with this 
great Chamber; but never before had he 
witnessed such continuous disrespect and 
insult to this House from any Govern- 
ment as had been shown recently. It 
was not only the religious opinions of 
the electors of Brighton which had dis- 
gusted them with the Government ; the 
country could not but have noticed that 
night after night, and week after week, 
questions submitted to the consideration 
of the House had been ignored by the 
Prime Minister—questions on which the 
ught hon. Gentleman knew perfectly 
well he would be defeated if he divided 
The country had taken 
notice of all that, even if the Prime 


against them. 


Minister had not. And if the Govern- 

ment were to try their hand again in 

some other constituency, no matter how 

safe it was supposed to be, depend upon 

it they would continue to meet with 
Mr. Guest. 
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these rebuffs. The action of the Prime 
Minister was not only an insult to the 
Opposition and to the Members of the 
House generally, but it showed scant 
respect to Mr. Speaker to leave him 
alone in the Chair night after night 
without the support or any attendance 


Election. 


whatever of a leading representative of 
the They had 
certainly, a respected Scotch Member 
who, he thought, was the Lord-Advocate, 
He knew they had not had a single 


English law officer in the present Govern- 


Government. present, 


ment. They were all Scotchmen or 
Irishmen. England repudiated this 


Government from one end of the country 
to the other; and they could not find a 
lawyer to fill one of the law offices of 
the Crown. There was now only one 
of the Whips left. [Great laughter, 
during which Sir A. AcLanD-Hoop re- 
entered the Chamber and took his seat 
on the Treasury Bench.] He was very 
glad that the Chief Whip had returned. 
The right hon. Baronet, whom they all 
respected, was the one man of honour 
still left on the Ministerial Benches of 


the Tory Government. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member may use strong language 
with regard to political action, but he 
must not speak of members of the 
Government as men without honour. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I am surprised 
to hear that I even suggested such a 


thing. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
referred to the right hon. Gentleman on 
the Treasury bench as the one man of 
honour in the Government. That is a 
personal allusion to other Ministers which 


the hon. Member should not have used. 








le 
le 
it 
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Ir. BROADHURST said that if he 
had put it in that way he would with- 
draw it. He regretted if he put in the 
‘the,’ and he certainly withdrew it. He 
saw there was one hon. Member on the 
Treasury Bench who had a fellow Whip 
on his left who had had an extraordinarily 
narrow squeak for his appointment of a 
Lord of the Treasury. His feeling was 
that this was a condition of Parliament 
never before experienced in the life of 
any man sitting in the House. It was 
a disgrace to Parliament and to the 
Government, and the country required 
that the Government should surrender its 
trust of honour in order that the national 
They 


should submit themselves as a whole, 


well-being might be secured. 
and not one now and again, to the con- 
sideration and verdict of the country. 
Ii they did so, in his judgment, there 
would be a small handful of the m left to 
occupy the Opposition Benches. He 
was sure that the Patronage Secretary 
had the courage of his convictions at all 
times. He 


before 


had heard the right hon. 


Baronet, he took office, make 
speeches which were an honour to the 
country, and which he himself would 


never forget. [MINISTERIAL ironical 


laughter]. Yes, when the Government 
were traducing officers on the field of 
battle, the right hon. Gentleman stood 
up in this House for their character, 
honour, and ability against the whole 
howling set which sat by his side, and 
before and behind him. Would the right 
hon. Baronet make a full, faithful, and 
complete report to the Prime Minister 
to-morrow of the proceedings of to-night 
and ask the Prime Minister whether he 
would be prepared to-morrow—or to-day 
rather, since it was after midnight—to 
make a statement to the House as to 


what he considered his postion to be 
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aiter the lamentable and disastrous defeat 
at Brighton—a defeat such as had never 
been experienced by any Government 
since 1880, when the late Sir William 
Harcourt was defeated at Oxtord. 
Surely the chief Whip would promise the 
House to make his report to the Prime 
Minister, and ask him to make a clean 
breast of his position and let the House 
know what his intentions were in regard 


to the future. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said that 
they did not want to bully or assail the 
right hon. Grentleman on the Treasury 
Bench. That right hon. Gentleman had 
won the respect of his opponents for many 
reasons which ae did not wish to enter into 
now. But he regretted to hear the hon. 
Member behind the right hon. Baronet 
endeavour to put up the lame explanation, 
which he did not really believe, as te the 
cause of this situation at Brighton. The 
hon. Member for Renirew knew perfectly 
well that the Brighton election was not 
the result of over-confidence in the Party 
organisation, and was not the result 


) 


of a particular religious controversy. 
He knew that it was the result of the 
general political situation, and very 
largely to the way in which the cause oi 
free trade had been attacked. He could 
not help thinking that this election looked 
rather like the beginning of the end. It 
looked as if events were moving more 
rapidly than had been anticipated, and, 
to quote the words already used, “ Did 
you think that the day of retribution 
would never come ; it had come already.” 
The Government were now doing penance 
for the disingenuousness of years. All 
their shams, all their shuffles, all their 
manceuvrings, all their scurrying from 


the House of Commons, all their ingenious 
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devices of the gag and the guillotine were 
of no avail. These worked very smoothly 
here. They enabled the Government to 
draw their salaries with great regularity, 
they enabled a Party Press to proclaim 
each shameful trick as a brilliant triumph 
and a new victory. But the people now 
understood it all, The great syndicated 
newspapers, pulled by one wire from 
London, would try t> explain it all away 
to-morrow morning, but he did not envy 
them their task. They would sit up a 
long time before they could explain away 
Brighton. They knew perfectly well how 
to interpret which had taken 
place during the last two years, and the 
conduct of political affairs in the House 
What a carcer the Conser- 


events 


of Commons. 
vative Party had had during those years! 
When the present Prime Minister received 
the authority of the Conservative Party 
from the late Lord Salisbury he 


possessed of the greatest governing instru- 


was 


ment that had been known for a genera- 
tion. What had he done with it? In 
the space of two years, not from any con- 
viction which he had, or for the sake of 
any cause he desired to push forward, 
but simply by weak and _ vacillating 
action, by not having the 
to state his opinions boldly on great 


courage 


controversies, he had wrecked his Party 
lost his friends, and broken up 
his Government by methods which also 
were not unnoticed in the country, and 
now they got the news of an election, 
which was not singular, but which came 
as the culmination of a long succession 
of electoral disasters, and was in itself 
only the herald of a greater storm. He 
knew nothing of the man who had been 
lost to the Government, but he knew that 
one of the principal features in the 
election was the disgust expressed by the 
working men and other electors at the 


Mr. Churchill. 


{COMMONS} 





Election. 584 


_ treatment of the House of Commons by 
the Prime Minister. 


The House would recollect that on 
more than one occasion he had used 
language in the House which it was 
not pleasant to use, which no one 
liked to use, and hon. friends had told 
him he had gone beyond the limits of 
what was decent and what the country 
Had he? He knew tha‘ 


it was not possible within the limits o! 


would approve. 


order to use the language in that House 
which would not be endorsed by the 
great majority of voters in the country, 
They were sick of the Government. 
Why did they continue in office? Why 
did the Prime Minister continue ? Oifice 
at any price was his motto, at the 
sacrifice of any friend or colleague, at the 
sacrifice of any principle, by the adoption 
of any manceuvre, however miserable or 
contemptible. For whom? For his 
Party? No. 
was not represented in his 


The genius of his Party 


Govern- 


ment. But for his friends, his persona! 
backers. Those were th> men who 
filled the Government to-day, with 


no position whatever in the country 
except a position attained by virtue of 
having won the favour and sinile, In 
some great crisis in this country, when the 
ship of State had to be steered through 
shoals and quicksands, it was usual in 
thit 
Ministers of the Crown were pecuniarily 


Engiish public life to assume 


disinterested. He was not quite so sure 


| whether in practice that was always the 


case. Ifnot for the emoluments of office, 
what conceivable reason was there for the 
Government continuing in their position ? 
The servile majority of the Government 


wes perfectly ready to vote for anything. 


Their leader was up to all the tricks of 


the game; he had got the Estimates in 





m 
m 
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arrears ; he put on the closure at all hours ; 
when a question came up for discussion 
which was likely to be awkward, he ran 
away from the House of Commons. And 
so the Government might drag on their 
existence longer, but the day would come 
surely and swiftly when it would be 
Brighton all over the country, and the 
people would express their detestation for 
the Government and their contempt for 
its character. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 
said that the event of to-day had shown 
that the absconding Prime Minister was 
a good prophet. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was reported to have said three or 
four weeks ago, and rightly, that, in his 
judgment, no seat in the whole country 
was safe for the Tory Party except the 
City of London and the University of 
Oxford. He deeply commiserated with the 
right hon. Gentleman the Patronage 
Secretary that he had not obtained any 
information from the Prime Minister. 
But he had in his possession the latest 
correspondence of the superior, abscond- 
ing, and skulking statesman who led the 
House. He had made a special study of 
the Prime Minister for a great number of 
years. The right hon. Gentleman was 
rather a favourite of his when, in 1891, he 
fought him in Donegal. He lhked him 
still more to-night when he was hunting 
him off the Treasury bench. At about 
11.20, seeing that the Prime Minister was 
on the Treasury Bench, he went to the 
library and wrote him the following 
polite letter— 

“ April 5th. 


‘Dear Mr. Baxtrour,” — he was always 
courteous—* [ intend to make some strong com- 


ments on your Administration on the adjourn- | 
As I have some ' 
disgreeable things to say [ put it to you that it 

{ 


ment of the House to-night. 
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is incumbent on you to be present.—Yours 
truly.” 

That letter was delivered to the Prime 
Minister, he read it, and it acted like a 
bomb-shell, for out he ran. The right 
hon. Gentleman had the pen of a ready 
writer ; and he wondered the right hon. 
Gentleman did not discharge his duty by 
writing an account of the proceedings in 
the House to the King. A few minutes 
afterwards he received the following letter 
from the Prime Minister, which was 
equally courteous’ as his own, but more 
effusive— 

“Dear Mr. MacNeitt.—The practice o! 
making the usual moving of the adjournment 
at midnight the occasion for a general discus- 
sion isnew. If Il was asked I would add that 
I think it undesirable. The fact that you have, 
as you tell me, some disagreeable things to say 
is, I admit, a reason which, taking it by itse‘f, 
would make me greatly desire to be present.” 

that was pretty Fanny’s way. 

« But if the mere fact that some Member of 
the House wanted to say disagreeable things ” 
—many Members wanted to say them- 

“were a sufficient reason for requiring the 
House itself, as well as the Government, to sit 
up beyond midnight, the Twelve O’clock Rule 
would be practically abrogated.” 

This, from a right hon. Gentleman who 
that afternoon had carried a Resolution 
for the suspension of the Twelve O'clock 
Rule! The right hon. Gentleman added— 

“The desire to say disagreeable things is not 
sO rare as you appear to imagine.” 

Then the right hon. Gentleman gave 
him a Parthian shot before he ran away. 

“By the way,” (that was the usual 
aristocratic prelude to saying a disagreeable 
thing) “I rather think that this afternoon 
you voted against the rule for relaxing the 
Twelve O'clock Rule on the rare occasions that 
it is required for the passage of money 
Resolutions on the Report stage.” 


And so he did, but the right hon. 


Gentleman had the courage to say that, 
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in the interest of the House, he should 
not stay up after twelve o’clock when his 
personal conduct, as head of the Govern- 
ment, was to be challenged. It was a 
great joy to him, this Brighton election, 
because it hastened to drive from office 
the most detestable statesman that had 
ever disgraced the Government of Ireland. 
The Government had become odious to 
He rarely 


Adjournment 


the country and the House. 
made an apology, except when he could 
not help himself; but he pledged himself 
to put down another Question with 
reference to Mr. Gerald Loder’s position 
inthe Government. That gentleman was 
personally a kindly like 
Charles IL, if he never did a wise thing he 
rarely did an unwise thing. He agreed 
that Mr. Gerald Loder would have been 


man, and, 


a much wiser man if he _ had 
not accepted the post of Junior 
Lord of the Treasury, and it was 


because he was weighted by the sins of 
the Administration that he lost his seat. 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite went 
down to Brighton, and with an eloquence 
would credit to 
Demosthenes the 
Member for Peterborough, said, as the 
chosen vessel of the Government, that it 
would be a snub to the King if Mr. 
Gerald Loder were not returned. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman get up and 
dare to say such a thing in this House ? 
He promised that if Mr. Gerald Loder 


did not get another seat, the Govern- 


done 
or 


which have 


or Cicero, hon, 


ment would be in as bad a position as 


Mr. Gerald Leder was to-day. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said that when the late Sir William 
Harcourt was defeated at Oxford by a 
large majority the Government did not 
resign for some years afterwards. 

Mir, Suijt MacNeill. 
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this Government did not now resign, it 
would merely follow the example set 
them more than twenty years ago. 


of the House. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he wished the right hon. Baronet, 
when he came to reply, would direct 
his answer to this one point—why 
did the Government stay in office { 
The one great question which the Prime 
Minister declared, at Sheffield, it was 
his duty to bring before the Govern- 
meat and the country had been re- 
jected and repudiated by this House. 
The right hon. Gentleman, therefore, 
had now no policy. The Prime Minister 
would probably come down to the House 
to-morrow and challenge the Opposition 
to move a vote of censure upon him and 
his Government, and state that so long 
as he had a majority in the House he 
would not resign. He would make 
appeal to those who were his accomplices 


an 


in evasion and would get an acquittal 
from them. But the country had de- 
clared against him, and one of his own 
Administration had been rejected by 
his constituents. Hon. Members were 
entitled to ask the Patronage Secretary, 
who knew the temper of the House, 
whether this was not an occasion for 
him to tell the Prime Minister that the 
genuine feeling of the House of Commons 
was against him and that the time had 


come for him to resign. 


*Str A. ACLAND-HOOD: In reply to 
the various Questions put to me I have 
nothing to add to the speech I made 
a few minutes after twelve o’clock in 


moving the adjournment of the House. 


Adjourned at five minutes before 
One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 6th April, 1905. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Heytesbury sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his brother. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Leven’s Patent Bill [n.1.]. Presented 
(pursuant to leave given on Tuesday 
last), and read 1", 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [#1]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments, 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill [a.u.]. The King’s consent 
signified; and Bill reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Southend and Colchester Light Rail- 
ways Bill [w.x.]. The King’s consent 
sgnified; and Bill reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [a.u.]. Second Reading 
(which stands appointed for To-morrow) 
put off to Monday next. 


Cardiff Railway Bill *[n.t.]. Report 
from the Select Committee, That it is 
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Hull, Barnsley, and West 
| Junction Ra lway and Dock Bill. Read 
2", and committed. The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Accrington Corporation Bill; Acer ng- 
ton District Gas and Water Board Billi; 
Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) B ll; 
South Suburban Gas Bill; Wrexham Gas 
Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 
1°; and referred to the Examiners. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Liverpool. e*c.) Biil [H.1.]. 
A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Educa- 
tion under the Education Acts, 1870 
to 1903, to enable the councils of the 
county boroughs of Liverpool and Man- 


chester, the county of Surrey, and 
the urban district of Willesden, to put 
in force the Lands Clauses Acts. Was 


presented by the Lord President (F. 
Vane (M. Londonderry) ); read 1'; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 41.) 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. Read 2' (according to 
order), and committed to a Committe> 
of the Whole House To-morrow. 


McConnell’s Divorce Bill {u.u.'. Read 
3* (according to order), and passed, an | 
sent to the Commons. 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tyd- 
fil Scheme Confirmation) Bill [x.1.}. 
Read 3°‘ (according to order), and passed, 


not expedient to proceed further with | and sent to the Commons. 
the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. | ee 
| 
Torpoint Urban ¥District Water” Bill. PETITIONS 
‘H.L.]. Report from the Select Com- | pou 
mittee, That it is not expedient to proceed | 
further with the Bill; read, and ordered | STREET BETTING BILL [i.v.]. 
to lie on the Table. | Petitions in favour of; of residents in 
| Liverpool (13); Swansea ; Manchester ; 
Barry Railway Bill [1.1.]. Reported | Newcastle-upon-Tyne; and Birmingham. 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- | Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
ments. | 
| LICENSED HOUSES. 
Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and | Petitions for early closing of ; of West 
Rochester Water Bill; Walker and Wall- London Band of Hope Union ; and 
send Union Gas Bill. Read 2", and | Cumberland Congregational Union; read, 
committed. | and ordered to lie on the Table. 


VOL, CXLIV. [Fourra Srrres.] 


* 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISH- 
MENTS). 


Militia Training Return, 1904. 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PAINT AND 
COLOUR WORKS). 

Report to the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, by T. M. Legge, Esq., 


M.D., His Majesty’s Medical Inspector | 
of Factories, on the manufacture of paints | 
and colours containing lead, as affect- | 


ing the health of the operatives em- 

ployed. 

EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Report and tables for the year 190+. 

ANNUAL SERIES. 

Yueh) ; No. 


TRADE REPORTS: 

No. 5335. China (Teng 
3336. France (Nantes). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


EGYPTIAN GUARANTEED LOAN OF 1885. 
Account up to 51st March, 1905. 
PEACE PRESERVATION (IRELAND) ACT, 
Issl. 
Order in Council, date dist April, 1995, 
adding Wicklow to the ports at which 
explosives may be landed. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF MID- 
DLESEX). 

Order, made by the County Council 
of the County of Middlesex, re-arrang- 
ing the polling districts in the Uxbridge 
Parliamentary Division, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION BILL. 
{H.L.]. 

Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 

My Lords, I desire to ask the indulgence 

of the House for a moment to give notice 


that 1 propose to-morrow to take the | 


Committee stage on the Advertisements 
Bill which the House was good enough 


to read a second time on my Motion a | 


week or two ago. At the conclusion of 


the debate on that occasion the noble | 


Lord who represents the Home Office 
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| intimated that the Home Office had some 
Amendments to propose to the Bill, and 
[ also indicated that some bodies inter- 
ested in the advertising trade had ap- 
proached me with a view of getting some 
modifications made in the Bill. Both these 
negotiations have had some success, and 
with the consent of the House I propose 
to take the Committee stage pro fori 
to-morrow to insert these Amendments. 
}and when the Bill is reprinted I propose 
that it should be recommitted to be 
| dealt with in the ordinary way. As the 
| Amendments are rather numerous, I am 
sure this procedure will be for the con- 
venience of the House. 





House to be in Committee to-morrow. 


SERVICE OF MILITIAMEN BILL [a.1.}. 
Order of the day for the Third Read- 
ing read, 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
leslie lead Earl of Donoughmore.) 
| 
| 


*Tue Kart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
_[ ventured to oppose this Bill on the 
' Second Reading. I am content to say 
“Not Content.” It is no use fighting it 
any further now, because the Government 
are so strong in themselves, twenty in 
number, and have such a docile following, 
that they can do anything, and in this 
particular measure they have a splendid 
reserve in the colonels of Militia who sit 
in vour Lordships’ House, who all favout 
| entirely altering the conditions and char- 
| acter of the service to which they belong 
| They expect it will add to their prestige. 
| I hope it will, but I very much doubt it. 


| When I called attention to my main 


| objections to this Bill on the last occasion 
/ not having the right to reply I could not 
| deal with the points raised by the noble 
| Earl the Under-Secretary of State for 
| War, but the noble Earl quite failed to 
_touch the three objections I ventured to 
|urge against this Bill. My first objec- 
| tion to the Bill is that it upsets the founda- 
tion of our military system. The noble 
Karl cannot deny it. That is accepted. 
| In the second place, it will render difficult, 
|if it does not take away, the power of the 
Crown to compel service for home de- 
jfence. The noble Marquess the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs in- 


| formed us that the Government had beer 
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informed by their legal advisers that this 
Bill would not take that power away. I 


do not say it will, but I say that if you | 
have an Act giving you power to com- | 


pulsorily send militiamen to any part of 
the world, you cannot apply that to 
Militiamen raised compulsorily. 
cannot possibly so treat British subjects 
and send them to any part of the world 
compulsorily. My third point was this, 
that all you want to do by this Bill can 
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still hold good, and you would get what 
you wanted. I read in a paper to-day 
an article headed ‘‘ The real role of the 
Volunteer.” What, according to this 
writer, was the real role of the Volun- 
teer? Why, foreign service. That is 
absurd in view of the doctrine of the 
blue-water school. I hope after Easter 
to ask your Lordships to pass a very 


simple and common-sense Resolution ex- 


be done voluntarily, and has so been done | 


for a hundred years. Militiamen when 


asked to volunteer for foreign service do | 


so most readily. 


colonel of Militia, who said that this was | 


a most immoral proceeding. I own that 
for my own part I cannot see anything 


immoral in asking these men to volun- | 


teer for foreign service. 


I entirely deny | 


the immorality; but, if there is im- | 


morality, it is continued in this Bill. For 
what does the Bill propose? The second 


clause proposes that the Act shall not | Ben es 
ahs | allowed to volunteer for service in South 


apply to any Militiamen who is raised 
otherwise than by voluntary service, nor, 
without his consent, to any Militia officer 
commissioned or to any Militiamen en- 
listed before the passing of this Act. 
That means that before you can force 
these men under this Act to serve any- 


where and everywhere you must ask | 


| fights” 


pressing your opinion on the wild, 
unsustainable theory that you are to 
trust only to your Navy, and not have 
any defensive forces at all. When the 
Volunteers volunteered for service in 


We were met on this point by BY Dower: Africa my regiment, the London 


noble and gallant friend Lord Raglan, a | 


Scottish, sent two companies. I took 
no part in that and did not go to see 
them off. Why? Because I thought it 
was wrong to accept Volunteers actually 
serving under the existing Volunteer 
Act for South Africa or anywhere 
else, thus having in the same force 
two kinds of Volunteers, the ‘‘go and 
and the “stay at homes.” 
My feeling was that before they were 


| Africa they should resign their position 


'as Volunteers. 


I have made these few 


|remarks, my Lords, not in a spirit of 


| hostility to 


the Government in this 


'matter, though a great deal might be 


each one individually whether he will or | 


will not continue to serve under these 
new conditions. Ii there has been any 
immorality in asking them hitherto, 
surely that immorality is continued 
under this Bill, and my noble friend Lord 
Raglan by supporting it has plunged 
over head and ears—and that in his case 
is saying a good deal—into the sea of 
immorality on which it floats. 


I would make a suggestion to my noble 
friend, and one which appears to me, 
both as regards the Militia and the Volun- 
teers, to meet all that is required. | 
should be perfectly satisfied with it my- 
self. It would leave things alone. I 
suggest that the title of the Bill, which is 


now ‘* Service of Militiamen Bill,” should | lied 
: pete pahaee ee | replied. 
be altered to read ‘ Foreign Service of | '°PUS 


Militiamen Bill.” Let it apply only to 
foreign service, and let the 
service remain exactly as it is. 


present | : > 
The | Yes, I did reply, and I did not deal then 


said against them for the way in which 
they are treating the Army, but in 
order to submit this humble suggestion, 
which I think would be ac ommon-sense 
way out of the difficulty. 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARYorSTATE 


ror WAR (The Earl of Donovau- 
MORE): My Lords, The noble Kar! 


opposite has taken me to task for not 
having replied fully to his arguments 
on the occasion on which we discussed 
this Bill on Second Reading. The first 
reason why [ did not do so was that 
the greater part of the remarks I had the 
privilege of addressing to your Lordships 
on that occasion were made before the 
noble Earl delivered his speech. 
*Tue Kart orf WEMYSS: Bat 


you 


*THe Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 


foundation of your military system would | with the arguments of the noble Earl 
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because I thought they had been fully 
dealt with by my noble friend the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs and by 
the colonels of Militia who addressed 
vour Lordships on that occasion. The 
noble Earl states that we are absolutely 
doing away with the power of the Crown 
to compel service for home defence. He 
argues that whereas we have previously 
been able to raise men for the Militia by 
compulsion, we shall not be able to do so 
in future, because it would be immoral 
to raise men by compulsion and send 
them on foreign service. I agree with 
the noble Earl in that. I do not object 
to the word “dishonest” being used 
in that connection, It has been con- 
sidered necessary in the past to raise men 
by compulsion for home defence, and if 
it is necessary to do that in the future 
it can still be done in spite of this Bill. 
The noble Earl referred to the use by my 
noble friend Lord Raglan of the word 
immoral. We consider that it is not 
right to enlist men for one purpose 
when you know vou will have to ask 
them afterwards to serve for another. 
As regards the section quoted by the 
noble Earl from the Bill now before the 
House, and which he mentions as im- 
moral, I would point out that it is merely 
a provisional arrangement to safeguard 
the rights of those who are at present in 
the Militia, and I think it would have 
been immoral if we had not put it in, if 
we had calmly passed an Act providing 
that men who had enlisted under totally 
different conditions were to be liable in 
future for foreign service. With regard 
to the scheme which the noble Earl out- 
lined, I can promise him that it will not 
be lost sight of. I will bring it to the 
notice of the Secretary of State for War, 
but I can give no pledge that it will be 
introduced into this Bill. 


On Question, Bill read 3*, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Lorp NEWTON rose to move to re- | 


solve ‘ That it is desirable that a Joint 
Committee of both Houses be appointed 
toXconsider the advisability of carrying 
into effect the Resolution relating to 


Public Business passed by this House on | 


The Earl of Donoughmore, 
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He said: My Lords, 
I feel that some apology is due to the 
House from me for again dragging before 
it this well-worn subject, but I have ob- 
served by experience that it very seldom 
happens that anybody obtains anything 
until he has become an intolerable bore, 
and I must plead that as mv excuse at 
the present moment. At all events, | 
can assure the House that I do not intend 
to detain it at any length. The unsatis- 
factory conduct of business in this House 
has formed the subject of frequent dis- 
cussions, or, perhaps, it would be more 
correct to describe them as frequent grum- 
bles, and these discussions have almost 
invariably terminated without any tangi- 
ble result. The result of these debates 
may, as a rule, be appropriately summed 
up in those pregnant words with which 
we are so familiar in this House—namely, 
that “the subject then dropped.”  Al- 
though, as I say, these discussions have 
not produced much result, they have, at 
all events, shown that there is what | 
may term a healthy spirit of discontent 
prevailing in this House, chiefly among 
unofficial Members, as to the state of 
public business ; and when on July 29th, 
last year, the Government airily announced 
that the Finance Bill, which was intro- 
duced in this House at 3 p.m., had to be 
passed through all its stages by 5.30 p.m., 
the worm—I might almost say the noble 
worm—turned, and noble Lords oppo- 
site, throwing themselves into the breach, 
performed the unprecedented feat of 
talking the Bill out. In some quarters 
this is not regarded as a very remarkable 
achievement. In another place it could 
be done, figuratively speaking, by per- 
haps one or two Members without turning 
ahair; but I myself have always felt that 
a certain amount of gratitude was due to 
noble Lords opposite for their attitude 
on this particular occasion. It not only 
showed that they were keenly alive to 
the rights and privileges of this House, 
but it was a distinct gratification to me 
to realise that under certain conditions 
a spirit of obstruction could, if necessary, 
be invoked even in this Assembly. 


Any feelings of dissatisfaction which 
may prevail in this House as to the way 
in which we are treated are not likely to 
be assuaged by the Return which my 
noble and learned friend, Lord James of 
Hereford, has just secured. I will quote 
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a few gems from this Return, which is | 


eloquent by reason of its simplicity. I 
will go no further back than the year 
1901. The Factory and Workshops Bill, 
which was presented in the House of 
Commons on March 28th, did not reach 
this House until August 14th, on the 
same day as the Youthful Offenders Bill, 
which was introduced on June 20th. In 
1902 the Licensing Bill, which was sub- 
mitted to the Lower Heuse on January 
30th, was not read a first time in the 
House of Lords until July ; and in 1903 
we had to wait until nearly the end of 
July before we were called upon to deal 
with the Irish Land Bill, the principal 
measure of the session, and the London 
Elucation Bill, which were introduced 
in the House of Commons in March and 
April respectively. Last year the Licens- 
ing Bill was only sent up to the Lords on 
July 29th, while the Kducation (Local 
Authority Default) Bill and the Shop 
Hours Bill, which originated in the 
Commons in April, were received by 
this House on August 10th and Lith 
respectively. Then there was the 
particular instance of the Finance Bill of 
last session. I will cheerfully admit, 
my Lords, that some improvement is 
manifest this year, because two Bills of 
some importance have already been in- 
troduced in this House ; but I am afraid 
that this improvement can only be char- 
acterised as an act of somewhat tardy— 
[ might almost say deathbed repent- 
ace on the part of the Governm:nt. 
Whether that is so or not, I would ask 
the House to consider what are likely to 


be our prospects supposing another 
Government comes into power before 
long. 


[ observed just now that the result of 
these discussions had almost invariably 
been absolutely fruitless, but there is one 
particular exception, an exception which 
{ am proud to think was due to my own 
efforts. In 1903 I induced the House to 
pass a Resolution concerning business 
in the House. It was carried by a large 
majority, and ever since I achieved this 
triumph I have been inquiring meekly, 
but persistently, as to whether any steps 
would ever be taken to carry this Reso- 
lution into effect. The answers I have 
received have invariably been extremely 
sympathetic, but they have not been 
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productive of any solid results, and [ 
candidly admit I am rather tired of these 
prefessions of sympathy, and I now in- 
vite the House to take action. This 1s 
a matter which does not affect the Govern- 
ment or the two Front Benches. The 
noble Marquess the Leader of the House 
not very long ago said— 

‘“T can assure your Lordships that we do feel 
that this is not a question between the two 
Front Benches, but a question concerning, in 
the first place, the interests of the public in 
seeing that legislation is properly conducted, 
and, in the next place, those in this House whose 
dignity and reputation are involved.” 


Kverybody—and I should be the first 
to admit it—is perfectly aware of the 
fact that the noble Marquess has the 
interests and the dignity of this House at 
heart, and I have not the smallest doubt 
that he was absolutely sincere in the ex- 
pressions of which he made use, but at 
the same time I should like to point on 
that all Governments are very muci 
alike, and all Governments are human. 
What, after all, is the object of a Govern- 
ment. The object of a Government 1s 
not to have Bills talked about, but to 
have them passed. If I were a Minister 
and happened to be in charge of a Bili— 
my feeling would be that the less my Bill 
was talked about the better chance there 
would be of its passing, and I should like 
to wait till the last moment, and carry it, 
if possible, by merely raising my hat. 
Therefore, supposing the noble Marquess 
the Leader of this House went to the 
Prime Minister in the House of Com- 
mons and said—‘‘ Now, look here, there 
are some troublesom» people in the Lords 
who are worrving me aboat the state of 
business; wha’ is to be done?” IT can 
imagine the Prime Minister replymg— 
* What an unreasonable lot of men you 
Lords are. Here are we in the House of 
Commons saturated w:th talk, and here 
you propose the same sort of thing in 
your House, where things are supposed 
to be conducted in a businesslike manner. 
Tell your friends you sympathise with 
what they desire, but see great dif- 
ficulty in carrying that desire out.” 
It is clear that the mterest of the Front 
Bench and of the official personages 
is not as great as the interest of unofficial 
personages. The remedy, therefore, does 
not lie with this Government or with any 
Government, but with the House itself- 
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There are two remedies before you 
on the Paper to-day. One is my 
own, and the other is _ proposed 
by Lord James of Hereford. I cannot 
help thinking that Lord James has 
taken to heart the advice given by my 
noble friend on the Cross Benches, 
Lord Rosebery, when a year or two ago 
he complained that this House was 
treated, to use his own expression, as 
a “ dust heap,” and urged that we should 
go on strike. That is practically the 
effect of the suggestion made by my noble 
and learned friend, Lord James. I 
admit at once that, morally and logically, 
there is absolutely nothing to be said 
against my noble and learned friend’s 
proposal; but I confess I have some 
doubts as to whether it is tactically 
sound, This Resolution might be passed 
and it might be disregarded by the House 
of Commons, and where should we be 
then? Personally, I am of an extremely 
conciliatory disposition, and am anxious 
to appoach this question in a peaceful 
way, and my own plan is that we should 


pass a Resolution in favour of a Joint | 


Committee of both Houses to consider 
the question. I urge it upon two grounds. 
In the first place, it seems to me that 
there is nothing more futile than to pass 
Resolutions and take no steps whatever 
to carry them out. We might just as 
well talk in our sleep, for all the good 
we do, if we pass Resolutions and never 
take any notice of them. The second 
advantage which I think my plan 


possesses is that at all events it is an | 


amicable invitation to the Commons to 
talk this matter over with us and en- 
deavour to come to an understanding. 
If they refuse the olive branch, then it 
will be for this House to adopt my noble 
and learned friend’s remedy and _ pass 
the drastic Resolution he has placed on 
the Paper. 

With regard to the practicability of 
my proposal, I know I shall be met, 
if anybody answers me at all, with the 
argument that this Resolution is of no 
ralue because it only deals with the 
question of dividing the session into 
two halves. Whenever I am in want 
of an argument I am fortunate in being 
able to quote the noble Marquess the 


{LORDS} 


of the House. 600 
session was that when the month of 
August arrived, and these Bills came up 
to us, there was nobody to consider 
them, and therefore no opportunity for 
fairly discussing them; but what the 
noble Marquess said with great justice 
last year was— 

‘* The real reason, it seems to me, for achange 
of this kind is that which my noble friend has 
stated—I mean the fact that the present system 
does not enable the House of Lords to perform 
adequately and efficiently the duties which 
belong to it under our constitutional system.” 





I must admit, too, that my object goes 
rather further than that of Lord James. 
He is concerned only with the way in 
which Bills are dealt with by this House. 
I admit that my ambition soars higher 
than his. I aspire not only to remedy 
the procedure of this House, but to 
induce Parliament some day to adopt 
the habits of civilised countries, and, 
instead of following the preposterous 
practice of legislating in the summer 
months, do that work in the winter 
time. 





I do not wish to labour this subject 
/any further. These two questions can 
obviously be considered simultaneously 
and concurrently by a Joint Committee, 
and I think I can sum up my arguments 
better by again quoting the noble 
Marquess than by adding any comments 
of my own. In February of last year 
the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House said— 





““T have now for a great number of years 
watched events in this House, and I am bound 
to say it seems to me almost a scandal that 
year after year important matters of business 
should be crowded before us in the dying 
moments of the session, when we are all of us 
more or less exhausted, and when it is quite 
impossible for this House either to consider, 
as it should consider, the Amendments which 
may have been introduced in any measure in 
| the other House of Parliament during the later 
| stages of its progress, or even those Amend- 
| ments which are put upon the Paper by Mem- 
| bers of your Lordships’ House. The result, I 
am afraid, is that a great deal of our legislative 
work is very badly done, and that we not in- 
| frequently place upon the Statute-book, as we 
certainly did last year in the case of the Irish 
Land Bill, measures which, in some important 
respects, do not carry out the intentions of their 
framers.” 


T do not think anything I can say will 








Leader of the House in my favour.| add weight to that declaration, and I 
The chief argument which was advanced | submit that it is imperative upon us that 
in favour of my proposal to divide the| we should do something. If we allow 


Lord Newton. 
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things to go on as they are we are de- 
liberately undermining the authority 
of this House The present House of 
Commons may be looked upon as a 
friendly House as regards its feelings to 
this Assembly. There is no doubt what- 
ever that a large majority of the Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons are dis- 
tinctly in favour of a Second Chamber. 
For that reason I would urge this House 
to lose no time in endeavouring to come to 
an amicable arrangement with the other 
House, because it is within the bounds 
of possibility that before very long we 
may find a newly-constituted House of 
Commons which may not be animated by 
such friendly feelings towards this House. 
At all events, if we allow ourselves to 
be considered as insignificant, if we di- 
vest ourselves of our rights under the 
Constitution, it is not very difficult to 
see what will happen; and I would, 
therefore, respectfully urge the House to 
adopt the extremely moderate sugges- 
tion I have made and pass the Resolu- 
tion I now beg to move. 


Moved to resolve, ‘“ That it is desir- 
able that a Joint Committee of both 
Houses be appointed to consider the 
advisability of carrying into effect the 
Resolution relating to Public Business 
passed by this House on the 25th of May, 
1903.” —(The Lord New'on.) 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Onstow): My Lords, 
before your Lordships proceed to take 
a vote upon the Motion which has just 
been moved, I should like to point out 
that the Resolution to which the House 
agreed in 1903 was to this effect— 

“That in the opinion of this House Parlia- 
ment ought to rise at the beginning of July, 
and that the time provided for the due trans- 
ction of public business should be provided 
by Parliament sitting during a longer period of 
the winter than is customary at present.” 

I take it that if your Lordships agree to 
the Motion now moved by the noble 
Lord, that will practically be the refer- 
ence which will be made to the Committee. 
I want to point out to your Lordships 
that besides the public business of the 
House there is also the Private Bill busi- 
ness, which is of considerable import- 
ance, and I hope that no Committee 
which may be appointed to consider this 
matter will neglect that somewhat im- 
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portant branch of the question. I am 
not going to detain your Lordships now by 
pointing out the difficulties there may be 
in the way of altering the dates of the 
Sittings of this House, but there have to be 
taken into consideration the long vacation 
and the habits of all those professional 
men who practice before the Committees 
of this House, and I would venture to 
express the hope that the noble Lord, 
in considering the reference which may 
be made to the Committee, if it be 
appointed, will not confine the con- 
sideration of the dates on which the 
House should meet and adjourn merely 
to public business, but that he will also 
take into consideration the necessities 
of Private Bill business. 


*T'ne SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, I certainly 
shall not criticise in any hostile spirit the 
admirable speech which my noble friend 
on the Back Bench delivered just now to 
your Lordships. If I had been minded 
to do so, I should have been deterred, I 
think, by the fact that he did me the 
honour of quoting several passages from 
my own observations on this subject— 
passages which show that he and I are 
upon many points entirely in agreement. 
There was really only one observation 
in the speech of my noble fiiend which 1 
would at all criticise. He told your 
Lordships that experience had taught 
him that no one ever obtained anything 
in this House unless he established the 
reputation of being an intolerable bore. 
I wish well to my noble friend’s cause, 
and as it is utterly beyond my powers 
of imagination to conceive that he should 
ever become an intolerable bore, IL 
venture to hope that he hastsomewhat 
misapprehended the situation. 


I will not wastetyour Lordships’ time 
bv going over the old ground and dwelling 
upon the inconvenience to which this 
House has been put by Bills being 
brought before it in the expiring moments 
of the session. There is no difference 
of opinion on that point, and the 
Return which my noble and learned 
friend behind me has obtained has, if 
any justification was necessary, amplv 
supplied a justification of the com- 
plaint which has been made. What we 
have to consider is what measures are 
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within our reach for remedying a con- 
dition of things which we should all of us 
like to change. Two proposals are before 
your Lordships—the Motion which has 
just been moved by my noble friend, 
and the Motion standing in the name of 
the noble and learned Lord behind me. 
If I am not out of order, I should like to 
sav, with regard to Lord James of Here- 
ford’s proposal, that while I heartily 
agree with its purport it does not seem 
to me to advance matters very far. 
Lord James proposes to enter a protest 
and to make a declaration of our inten- 
tion to refuse to consider any Bills unless 
sufficient opportunities be afforded for 
the due deliberation of them. That is 
an admirable sentiment ; but unless my 
noble and learned friend contemplates 
some further step with the object of 
Jefining what constitutes “ sufficient 
opportunity of due deliberation,” we 
shall be left very much where we are at 
present. If my noble and learned friend 
proposes to go further and to ask your 
Lordships to pass a Standing Order, 
under which this House would decline 
to accept any Bills unless they come 
up from the House of Commons by a 
certain date, that would, of course, 
be a practical measure and one which 
your Lordships might think well to 
consider. But it would be open to 
this objection, that it would bring 
us to a deadlock, and instead of 
having imperfect opportunities of dis- 
cussing Bills, we might have no Bills at 
all to discuss. 


I pass to the Motion which is really 
before the House. The proposal of my 
noble friend on the Back Bench is that a 
Joint Committee of the two Houses of 
Parliament should be appointed for the 
purpose of examining the Resolution 
passed by your Lordships in 1903 on 
this subject. That is, I am bound to 
say, a very attractive proposal, because 
the matter is one which certainly con- 
cerns both Houses of Parliament ; and 
unless the co-operation of both Houses 
can be obtained we shall not make very 
much progress. Ihave, howeve~, made it 
my business to inquire as to the possibility 
of obtaining such a Joint Committee of 
inquiry as my noble friend desires, and I 
regret to tell him that the best informa- 
tion I can obtain is that in the present 
condition of public business in the other 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
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House of Parliament there is no proba- 
bility at all that a Motion for a Join‘ 
Committee could be put forward 
with any prospect of success. The sub- 
ject is obviously a very controversial 
one. It would afford ample opportuni- 
ties for debate; and I am afraid we 
cannot look forward to such opportunities 
being supplied, at any rate during the 
present session of Parliament. 


We have to remember that this sub- 
ject is not a new one, and that it is 
one as to which the other House has on 
numerous occasions manifested a very 
close and jealous interest. I find that 
there have been no less than four Par- 
liamentary Committees, I do not say 
dealing with the precise proposal made by 
my noble friend, but dealing with anala- 
gous proposals, There was a Committee 
in 1848 to consider a proposal that 
either House should be allowed by Re- 
solution to adjourn the discussion of Bills 
to a subsequent session. The Com- 
inittee reported adversely upon that 
proposal. In 1861 there was another 
Committee, and the decision was again 
adverse ; and in 1869 a Committee was 
appointed to consider a proposal which 
originated with the late Lord Salisbury 
and which has a very important bearing 
upon the matter now before the House. 
The Committee had before it a Bill in- 
troduced in this House by the late Lord 
Salisbury, entitled “ An Act to facilitate 
proceedings of Bills in Parliament.” 
the principal object of which was to en- 
able either House of Parliament to resume 
in a subsequent session proceedings on 
Bills which there had not been sufficient 
time to adequately consider in the previous 
session, the desire being to provide for 
‘a due supply of Bills to be submitted 
for the consideration of the House ot 
Lords early in the session, avoiding 
groups of Bills at a later period and 
spreading the legislative business more 
equally over the sess‘on in both Houses.” 
The Committee, I find, admitted, though 
with some qualification, the existence of 
the evil it was proposed to remedy, but 
no practical proposal resulted from their 
investigations. 


In 1890 there was another Committee, 
the Report of which was drafted by the 
present Prime Minister and carried by a 
na:row majority. That Committee was 
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the only one which produced a practical 
proposal—that proposal being that there 
should be a new Standing Order providing 
for the suspension of Bills partly dis- 
cussed in the House of Commons and for 
their resumption in the following session 
at the point where the discussion of the 
previous session had left off. The ob- 
ject was explained to be that Parliament 
should be relieved of the need of repeating 
in two successive sessions the same debate 
on the same question. It may interest 
your Lordships to know that, although 
the Committee accepted these proposals 
and embodied them in its Report, it 
did so with the special reservation that 
the change should apply only to Bills 
originating in the House of Commons, 
suspended in that House, and revived 
there in a subsequent session, but thit it 
should not extend to Bills originated in one 
House and subsequently revived in an- 
other. I mention this to show your 
Lordships how jealously the House of 
Commons has guarded its privileges in 
this matter, and how extremely difficult 
it would be to obtain from that House a 
hurried acquiescence in such a proposal 
as that submitted by my noble friend. 


[f your Lordships will permit me ‘to 
indicate what in my opinion might be 
a convenient way of dealing with the 
Motions before you, I would venture 
to make this suggestion. If my noble 
aid learned friend beuind me (Lord 
James) presses his Motion we shall cer- 
tainly vote for it, for we desire to affirm 
the principle which that Motion empha- 
sises : but as to the Motion of my noble 
friend on the Back Bench, feeling, as we 
do, that there is no prospect whatever of 
obtaining the appointment of a Joint 
Committee of the two Houses, we sug- 
gest that the best course would be 
that vour Lordships should appoint a 
Committee of this House with the ob- 
ject of, at any rate, clearing our own 
minds and deciding which of the differ- 
ent remedies before us we desire to press 
upon Parliament—I say which of the 
different remedies, because your Lord- 
ships will recollect that more than one 
proposal has been made in different parts 
of the House for dealing with this ques- 
tion. My noble friend himself, I re- 
member, at one moment offered us two 
tlternative schemes. Under one of them 
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the session was to begin in November 
and be carried on until the autumn of the 
next year, and under the other the ses- 
sion was to begin in January, the House 
of Lords session was to be broken off 
in July, and then there was to be an au- 
tumn session to complete the business. 
So that there are two proposals from the 
noble Lord himself. 

I remember that my noble friend 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh made another 
proposal, under which the consideration 
of Bills suspended in one session would 
be resumed in another. Besides that 
there have been various minor sugges- 
tions, such as beginning the session 
earlier in the year, and introducing more 
Bills into this House. With regard to 
the latter suggestion I was glad the noble 
Lord admitted that some little improve- 
ment had taken place in that direction 
by the introduction in your Lordships’ 
House of at least two important Bills 
before Easter this year. I cannot help 
thinking under these circumstances that 
a House of Lords Committee could use- 
fully undertake the investigation of this 
question, and, I am tempted to add, 
though [| do so with many reservations 
and with bated breath, that it seems to 
me not inconceivable that such a Com- 
mittee might find some means of ob- 
taining authoritative evidence as to the 
manner in which proposals of this kind 
were regarded by high authorities in the 
other House. I do not know that such 
a Committee will thoroughly content 
those who desire to go the full length 
which my noble friend desires to go, but 
it does seem to me that it would be at 
any rate a step in the right direction, 
and would place your Lordships in pos- 
session of conclusions which would form 
a useful basis for any further efforts in 
the same direction. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I share 
with the noble Marquess who has just sat 
down admiration of the speech of the 
noble Lord who moved the Motion now 
before us. His speeches always interest 
the House, and he cannot be accused of 
being in any degree a bore. I have voted 
several times on this question, and have 
always voted against the noble Lord, for, 
though I entirely share his desire, I have 
always realised that there were difficul- 
ties in the way, such as those put forward 
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by the noble Earl the Chairman of Com- 
mittees and others. 
that if we were expected to meet always 
in the autumn, then, instead of having 
a shorter session, we should have a very 
much longer session, for we should have 
the same length session as we have now 
with the autumn session added. It is, 
however, not simply a question for this 
House; it is a question which belongs 
more to the other House. I quite admit 
that this House has very strong reasons 
to complain of the sending up to it of 
Bills very late in the session, but our 
remedy does not consist in merely 
refusing to go on with those measures. 
That would be an impossible position for 
this House to take up. I believe that the 
responsibilyy for difficulties of this kind 
rests more on the Government of the 
day and the Leader of the other House 
than with anybody else. 


Take this session. We met unusually 
late. If we had met earlier, there would 
have been more prospect of our having 
Bills brought before us in good time. I 
have more than once strongly complained 
of finance measures being brought up to 
this House at a late period of the session, 
and of our being obliged to pass them 
through all their stages on the one night. 
This House, of course, has no right to 
alter a money Bill, but it has the right to 
criticise and to refuse to pass a Money 
Bill. Finance Bills have not always 
been introduced at so late a period in the 
session. I instanced last year a great 
many cases where they had been brought 
up at a much earlier time, and the House 
had had every opportunity of fully con- 
sidering them in their separate stages. 
It is, therefore, in the hands of the Govern- 
ment to help forward measures and bring 
them up to this House at an earlier period. 


The noble Lord’s proposal is that there 
should be a Joint Committee of both 
Houses to consider what should be done 
to forward the views he has at heart, 
but the answer given by the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House is 
conclusive. The other House, I am 
afraid, would not join in a Committee to 
carry this out. We now have another 
proposal made by the noble Marquess 
himself, that we should have a. Com- 
mittee of this House to sift the different 
views and proposals to meet this difficulty. 

Ear! Spencer. 
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| If the noble Marquess proposes that, I 
should not oppose it, but I am afraid it 
will lead to very little. We shall have 
the same difficulty with regard to the 
other House, and it would be impossible 
for this House to go on with this matter 
unless it were acting in.co-operation with 
the other House. In the circumstances, 
if the noble Marquess proposes that 
Committee, I shall not think it my duty 
to oppose his proposal, but I am afraid 
it will not lead to any very practical re- 
sult. With regard to the proposal made 
by the noble Lord, which, of course, does 
meet the difficulty I have mentioned by 
having a Joint Committee, I think the 
answer which the noble Marquess has 
given is conclusive against its being 


adopted. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD, who 
had given notice to move to resolve, 
“That this House, recognising its duties 
as a deliberative Assembly, protests 
against the practice of introducing Bills 
into it under conditions which afford in- 
sufficient time for their consideration, 
and declares its intention to refuse to 
consider any Bill unless sufficient oppor- 
tunity be afforded for due deliberation 
thereon,” said: My Lords, I feel that 
with regard to the Motion standing in 
my name on the Paper I am placed in a 
position of some difficulty. I do not 
know whether the House wishes to dispose 
of my noble friend’s Motion first, or 
allow me to explain at this stage why I 
wish my Motion to be carried. I will 
state, as briefly as I can, the reasons why 
I move my Motion—that is, if it will be 
regular for me to discuss my Motion on 
the Motion now before the House. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): I am afraid it 
would not be regular for the noble and 
learned Lord to do that. As to the sug- 
gestion made by the noble Marquess the 
Leader of the House, I think it would be 
quite possible, if the noble Lord (Lord 
Newton) desired it, to amend his Motion 
by striking out the words “ joint” and 
“both ” and the letter “s” in Houses, 
and substituting the word “this” for 
** both.” 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, wnilst 


I recognise the conciliatory tone of the 
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noble. Marquess’s observations, I can- 


{ 
' an | 
not follow his reasoning. If we appoint | 


a Committee, what are we going to in- | 
quire into? We have been complain- 
ing of our treatment for a long time. 
What, therefore, is there to discover ? | 
If we appointed a Committee of this | 
House, I presume we should only 
examine Members and officials of the 
How would that advance our 
case? What I have endeavoured to 
make clear is that this is a question 
does not concern the Govern- 


House. 


which 
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ment but concerns this House ana 
the House of Commons, and if we 


inquire into it till doomsday that is no 


| reason why it should make any impres- 
‘ston on the House of Commons. 


We 
have stated our case and come to a 
decision upon it by passing a Resolu- 


‘tion, and, therefore, with all deference 


to the noble Marquess, I feel myself 
unable to take his advice. I shall press 
my Motion to a division. 


On Question, their Lordships divided. 
Contents, 8; Not-Contents, 70. 
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*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, after the discussion that has 
taken place I shall occupy a very short 
time in moving the Motion standing in 
my name. I feel I ought to make some 
apology to the House for occupying such 
a conspicuous position in relation to a 
matter that affects the House generally, 
but as no other Member of your Lord- 
ships’ House had taken the matter up 
I thought it right to do so. I do not 
propose to deal with the extent of the 
evil;' your Lordships will see at once 


| . . 
| Return which has been placed in yout 


'hands. My attention was first parti 
cularly directed to this great evil by 


what took place with regard to the 
Factory Amendment Act of 1901. That 
was a most important measure, con- 
of 


taining very many Amendments 

the law with which your Lordships 
were well able to deal. That Bill came 
to this House and was read a first 


time on, August 14th; it was read a 
second time on August 15th, the Com- 
mittee stage and Third Reading being 
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taken and the Bill also receiving the | of this House on two occasions. Last 
Royal Assent on the same day. When | year the Bill came up again to this House 
the right rev. Prelate the Bishop of | as late as August 12th. The Government 
Rochester asked for the consideration | had determined that it should pass, and 
of an important question — namely, the following day it was read a second 
whether laundries should be dealt with | time ; the voting being thirty-nine for the 
in the Bill, we were told by the noble | Second Reading whilst only nine Members 
Lord in charge of the measure that if it of the House were left to say ‘‘ Not Con- 
was amended in the smallest degree by | tent” ; the Committee stage was negatived 
your Lordships the Bill could not become | and it was read a third time on the 15th, 
law, as want of time would prevent its | and received the Royal Assent on that 
being passed by the House of Commons. | day. In consequence of its being brought 
It may be- within the recollection of | up at that late period of the session and 
noble Lords present that objection was | rushed through its various stages a major- 
also taken by the most rev. Prmatej|ity was thus obtained for a Bill which 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, by Lord | had twice been rejected when adequate 
Rosebery, and others, and on behalf | opportunity was given for its discussion. 
of the Government we had to implore 
those noble Lords not to exercise their 
right of criticising the Bill, because, if 
they did, the punishment would fall 
on the factory operatives by the Bill 
nat heconing av aud nat om the i should become: tay Tet that 

: ce nee be ’ ot’. |the House passed the Bill in those 
way and allowed the Bill to pass, but it | circumstances an exorbitant price was 
was understood that some remedy should being paid for it. It is said that we 
be found for this difficulty. In conse- ought to sacrifice ourselves and remain 
quence of what occurred, I consulted the | till the prorogation. I quite agree that 
late Lord Salisbury, who was then at the wis deee ie 06 if these ia mer ees 
head of the Government, and NO one | .ity for the sacrifice. But I object to 
could have been more sympathetic than | y7° 


ntl ; f his | , Members of the House of Commons ex- 
6 Was mn om qe “7 lope that pecting us to do the hard work while they 
some remedy would be found. 


are disporting themselves elsewhere. | 
would ask your Lordships to consider 

Then there was the case of a Bill which | what occurred at the end of last session. 
came before this House on several occa- | when the evil reached a stage almost past 
sions—the Friendly Societies (Outdoor | endurance. On August 12th the House 
Relief) Bill. That measure involved a/ of Commons sent up a packed parcel of 
great principle in the administration of | Bills, including the Wireless Telegraphy 
| Bill, the Prisons (Scotland) Bill, the 


It may be said that the answer is that 
Members ought to remain in attendance. 
I can only say, for my own part, I pur- 
posely stayed away on that occasion. 
for although I much desired that the 


the Poor Law. It came before us in the | 
years 1901 and 1903, and again last year. | Bishoprics of Southwark and Birming- 
I was an ardent supporter of the Bill, ‘ham Bill, the Anglo-French Convention 
but there were very strong arguments used | Bill. and other measures. Those Bills 
against it. The late Lord Northbrook | were read a second time upon August 
gave reasons why it should not be passed, | 13th; Sunday intervened, and on 
and the noble Viscount beside me, Lord | the 15th the Committee stage was nega- 
Goschen, speaking as a political econo- | tived, and they were all read a third 
mist, also attacked it very strongly. | time, no opportunity whatever being 
The most rev. Primate, too, stated ob- | given of debating them. It is agreed, I 
jections to the Bill. That Bill was fully | think, that something must be done. The 
considered in this House on July 11th, | noble Marquess asked whether we could 
1901; sixty-six Members voted against | accept a binding Standing Order. In 
it and thirty-nine for it. In 1903 it again | one sense I would be prepared to accept 
came before the House. I moved the | it, but I do not think the House could do 
Second Reading, and the Bill was re-| so, We cannot make our Standing 
jected, after full discussion, by figty-nine | Orders irrevocable ; we cannot take away 
votes to fifty. There had, therefore, | from ourselves the power of suspending 
been a deliberate expression of the opinion | a Standing Order. What, then, is to be 

Lord James of Hereford. 
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done? I do not think we can have a 
perfect remedy or define a positive rule, 
but :-I do think we should give notice 
to the House of Commons of our feeling 
on this subject. If we do nothing, what 
has occurred in past years will occur 
again. If we were to lay down a rule 
that we would never receive a Bill after 
a certain date we might find ourselves in 
a*-onsiderable difficulty. 


[ have no doubt that it is the 
personal characteristic of your Lord- 
ships to exhibit the virtue of suffer- 
ing in silence any injury offered to you: 
but you have your duties as a delibera- 
tive Assembly, and have also to con- 
sider the interests of the public. It is 
desirable to give the House of Commons 
notice by a formal Resolution, not by 
way of attack on that House, but as an 
intimation that we cannot accept Bills 
when there is no opportunity of our 
fulfilling the public duty cast upon us. 
I hope it will not be regarded that this 
is anything approaching a demonstration 
against the House of Commons or those 
who have charge of public business. We 
wll recognise how great is the difficulty 
of Ministers in arranging business, but 
surely we are not asking too much when 
we ask that some consideration should 
be shown to us in this matter. Tf my 
noble friend the Leader of the House 
offers a Committee to consider this ques- 
tion as a whole there can be no wish to 
press the Motion, but what I seek is a 
practical and sufficient remedy for the 
evil. 


Moved to resolve, “‘ That this House, 
recognising its duties as a deliberative 
Assembly, protests against the practice 
of introducing Bills into it under con- 
ditions which afford insufficient time 
for their consideration, and declares its 
intention to refuse to consider any Bill 
unless sufficient opportunity be afforded 
for due deliberation thereon.’”’—(The 


Lord James of Hereford. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I largely 
share the views held by the noble and 
learned Lord on this subject, but when I 
examine his Motion, I think it is too crude 
and not sufficiently explicit. The noble 
and learned Lord says we can refuse a 
Bill,when we have not sufficient oppor- 
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tunity for due deliberation upon it. 
Ought not some notice to be given to the 
House of Commons as to when a Bill 
can come up and when it cannot ? I feel 
that the words in the Motion as it stands 
are too vague to be of any practical 
effect. I therefore prefer the proposal 
of the noble Marquess to refer the 
matter to a Committee rather than pass 
a general Resolution which, as far as J 


can see, must be, and cannot avoid 
being, exceedingly vague. 
THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 


Lords, I could not vote for the Motion 
which my noble friend on the Back 
Benches introduced in such an admir- 
able speech. To have voted against 
him would not have been consonant 
with my feeling of admiration for his 
speech, and therefore I was compelled 
to take the pusillanimous course of 
retiring to the steps of the Throne. I 
could not vote for his Motion after the 
noble Marquess’s intimation that even 
if your Lordships passed the Motion tor 
the nomination of a Committee, those 
responsible for the business of the House 
of Commons would not undertake to 
make a corresponding Motion there, and 
therefore we should be in the position 
of exposing ourselves in too Christian 
a manner to an obvious buffet from the 
other House. It is no disparagement 
to the noble Marquess to say that the 
suggestion he made came with a strangely 
familiar ring. It was the peroration 
I expected from his speech, and perhaps 
the only peroration possible to one 
speaking in his position. The proposal 
of a Select Committee on a question of 
this kind is the natural method of pain- 
less extinction for any public movement 
of an abstract nature. It is pertectly 
obvious to the noble Marquess and all 
your Lordships that a Select Committee 
will endin nothing. There will be a Re- 
port mentioning what is obvious and well 
known, reciting the facts only too familiar 
to those who have sat in the House as 
long as { have, and then the question 
will drop until with the return of spring 
my noble friend opposite rises in his place 
again. 


IT have not risen to call attention to 


these notorious facts, but rather for 
the purpose of indicating a certain 
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danger incident to the Motion of my 
noble and learned friend, which I think 
has not escaped the notice of my noble 
friends on the Front Opposition Bench, 
though delicacy may have sealed their 
lips. We have now lived ten years under 
the beneficent rule of noble Lords oppo- 
site. During that period we have borne 
our souls in patience in circumstances 
which have been recited with almost 
agonising eloquence by my noble and 
learned friend. We have taken in the 
middle of August, at the end of August, 
at the beginning of August, at a time 
when our souls were yearning for other 
things, whatever measures it pleased 


His Majesty’s Government to hand to. 


us in a more or less contemptuous 
manner. So have we done; so have we 
borne; so have we endured. Let me 
remind my noble and learned friend that 
in his recital of what took place in regard 
to the Bill to which the most rev. 
Primate and myself took some objection 
he did not tell the whole story. If there 
had been a quorum furnished by the 


Government on that occasion the efforts | 


of the most rev. Primate and myself 
would have been entirely futile. That 
is an integral part of the case which 
I think he ought not to have omitted. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: The 
fact that there were not thirty Members 
present left the whole matter in the 
power of the noble Earl and the most rev. 
Primate, and we were, therefore, under 
a great debt of gratitude to them for not 
persisting in their objection. 


THE Eart oF ROSEBERY: It is 
very kind of my noble and learned friend 
to say so. I confess I may have rejoiced 
for the five minutes in my life in which 
I enjoyed power in this House, but 
whether that be so or not, the incident 
stamped itself in a lively way on my 
memory, and I remember that the leading 
members of the Government, from the 
Prime Minister downwards, failed to 
take that interest in our legislation 
which would have been shown by their 
attendance on that occasion. Let me re- 
turn to my point. We have now been ten 
vears under a Conservative Government. 
There are indications of all kinds—some 
cven come from fashionable watering 


The Earl of Rosebery, 
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places—-that within no distant time 
noble Lords behind me and those on the 
Front Bench opposite may change places, 
Supposing that by this time next year my 
noble friends behind me occupy the 
bench opposite, this somewhat tardy 
recognition of the rights of the House of 
Lords may be used against them, and 
therefore this Motion has, to some extent, 
the look of furbishing up a weapon which 
has not been thought of for the last ten 
years, in preparation for a change of 
Government. I only indicate this. | 
enter a caveat on behalf of my noble 
friends behind me that when they bring 
forward Motions at the end of August, as 
it is quite possible they may do, this 
Motion may not be cited as an absolute 
bar or obstacle to their proceeding with 
them in the usual way. My noble friend 
behind me said there was a vagueness 
about the Motion which was not quite 
fair to the House of Commons, and that 
he would like more precision of date 
attached to it. I do not think that was 
a very astute suggestion on his part. I 
think it would be better to leave it in the 
region of the vague. There is a close 
time for game; and if it were intimated 
that there was a close time for Bills 
coming up from the House of Commons, 
it might bring your Lordships’ House 
into violent conflict with the other House, 
which Iam sure the Motion is not in- 
tended to produce. If I might close my 
remarks in the words of common sense, 
I would say, “‘ Do not fix your dates too 
closely, but, on the other hand, if the 
situation should change in this House, 
do not press the Motion with cruel 
rigidity against my noble friends behind 


me.” 
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Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords, | 
was rising, when my noble friend Lord 
Rosebery went to the Table, also with 
the political situation in my mind, but, 
if I may say so, from the very opposite 
point of view. I think I may, in the 
first instance, say, being in the confi- 
dence of my noble and learned friend 
Lord James, that I never for one moment 
had reason to believe, nor do I now be- 
lieve, that this Motion was brought for- 
ward by him in the slightest degree with 
a view to a possible change of Govern- 
ment this year or next year. I think 
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I can give that assurance to your Lord- 


ships. The very fact that it is possible 
that there may by and by be a change of 
Government, should induce us before that 
change comes to give an earnest of that 


by adopting the Resolution and acting | 


upon it, while there is still time, in 
order to show that there is no Party 
spirit whatever in the matter. I think 
it would be a misfortune for your Lord- 
ships’ House if, during the reign of the 


Conservatives, hasty legislation at the | 


end of the session is attempted and 
passed, and then, the moment a change 


takes place in the Government, when the | 


Government no longer has a majority 
in this House, we take what Lord Rose- 


bery has described as the cruel course of | 


refusing to pass Bills so sent up to us. 
Tam sure that whatever your Lordships’ 
wishes may be with reference to legisla- 
tion, vou would not desire that the pro- 


cedure when one Party is in power should | 
be different from the procedure when | 


another Party is in power. It is precisely 
from that point of view that I should 
like to see the noble Marquess the Leader 


of the House armed, if I may say so, with | 
It is, as has been said, | 
It cannot be precise, | 


this Resolution. 
somewhat vague. 
because it is impossible to apply the 


same principle to Bills of varied import- | 


ance. Therefore I think some vagueness 
is necessary : 
passed it appears to me that the Leader 


of your Lordships’ House will have a | 


weapon in his hands which he can and 
ought to produce to the Cabinet in order 
to warn them in time that if Bills are 
brought up without sufficient time for 
discussion, such Bills will be at all events 
considered from the point of view of 


rejecting them unless time had been | 


given. I think it is strengthening the 
hands of the Leader of the House to pass 


a Resolution of this kind, and I am glad | 


to hear from him that he proposes to 
allow it to pass. When it is passed I do 
trust, in the interests of this House, that 
he will do his utmost, in conjunction with 


his colleagues, to prevent the repetition of | 


the practice of bringing up Bills of impor- 
tance to this House at the last moment 
when there is absolutely no time for their 
consideration, 


Tae LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, I should like to 
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Resolution moved by the noble and 

|learned Lord behind me. It seems to 
|me that argument by word of mouth is 
scarcely necessary, in view of the docu- 
ment which is in the hands of your Lord- 
ships, and which was obtained on the 
Motion of the noble and learned Lord. 
It so happens that I have been one of 
| the foremost sufferers in the legislation 
of the last few years as regards Bills in 
which I have taken considerable per- 
sonal interest, representing very much 
| wider interests outside. I have been 
absolutely precluded from giving expres- 
sion to those outside views at all, for the 
| reason which the noble and learned Lord 
has stated. It was his own eloquence, 
on one memorable occasion to which 
reference has been made, that induced us, 
| sorely against the grain, to refrain from 
pressing points which seemed to us to 
be of paramount importance. I venture 
to think that the vagueness which has 
| been commented upon as characteristic 
| of the noble and learned Lord’s Motion 
is essential to the practical working of 
the Motion. If it were more specific and 
definite it would prove unworkable in 
practice, but with the elasticity that 
'belongs to its wording as it stands it 
seems to me it could be used in order 
to bring pressure elsewhere, and for that 
reason I welcome its vagueness. It 
would not leave us absolutely compelled 
to reject a particular measure, but would 
justify us, in any case when a measure did 
not come forward in sufficient time, in 
'showing on what grounds we felt it 
| impossible to go on year by year with the 
‘farce of giving Bills to the world with 
the imprint upon them that they were 
passed “with the advice and consent 
of the Lords spiritual and temporal,’’ 
when that advice in many instances was 
markedly wanting. 


| say a single word in support of the 
| 


*THe Mareuess or LANSDOWNE: 
| My Lords, the noble Earl on the Cross 
| Benches detected in this Motion some 
profound machination on the part of 
those on the Front Bench, a machination 
not untainted, I think he said, with a 
particular kind of opportunism ; but let 
| me remind the House that neither of these 
| Motions originated with the Front Bench. 
| We had no concern in their preparation. 
| The noble Earl opposite asked me whether 
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I remained of opinion that a Committee 
of your Lordships’ House might be 
substituted for that asked for by Lord 
Newton. I suggested a Committee of 
your Lordships’ House because, knowing 


that the particular proposal advocated | 


by my noble friend was impossible, I 
wished to suggest to him what seemed 
to me to be the next best means of 
meeting the difficulty, but he has told 
us distinctly that that proposal does 
not meet with his concurrence, and, 
therefore, so far as he 
I do not consider that I am in any 
way bound by my offer. Tf that 
proposal required a further quietus 
it was given to it by the speech of the 
noble Earl on the Cross Benches. I 


therefore do not propose to renew that | 


suggestion. As to the Motion of the 
noble and learned Lord behind me, I 
have already stated that in our opinion 
it is one which we could not do otherwise 
than accept. Let me once more say 


this to the House, that the Motion is | 


not made in the interests of Ministers. 
It is a proposal which, I believe, reflects 
a very deeply-felt sentiment shared on 
both sides of the House—felt, not only 
on the two Front Benches, but by every 
Member of this House who cares for the 
dignity and reputation of the House of 
Lords : and as the Resolution expresses 


the feeling I have so long myself enter- | 
tained I shall certainly go with my noble | 


and learned friend imto the lobby if 
we divide. 


*THE Marquess oF RIPON : My Lords, 
[ am very sorry that my noble friend who 
has just sat down has abandoned his 
proposal for a Committee. It is quite 
possible that the Committee m gh! not 
have arrived at a very effective result, 
but it seems to me it would have been 
much better to have proceeded by a 
preliminary inquiry before the House 
adopted the Motion of the noble and 
learned Lord. That Motion is very 
likely to be nothing but a brutum fulmen 
It is almost certain—ind°ed, I would 


venture to say it is quite certain—that | 


many Bills in each session will be passed 


solution, if it were turned into a Standing 
Order, would necessarily be suspended. 
Ido not think that is a desirable course 


for this House to adopt ; I do not think | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


is concerned, | 
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| that the House should take this step 
}of resorting to a strike for purposes 
| which may in the end prove impossible 
_to carry into effect. We all of us recog- 
nise—I ventured last year to say some- 
thing on the subject myself—the evil 
| that exists, but the foremost mode of 
‘remedying that evil is the capable 
management of affairs in the House of 
Commons, That is the real solution of 
the difficulty, and I am very much atraid 
that you are not likely to have less diffi- 
culties this session in the present state 
of business in that House than we have 
had before. Therefore, I venture to say 
that it would be undesirable at this 
moment to pass a Resolution of this kind, 
because it is scarcely consistent with the 
dignity of this House that we should pass 
a Resolution couched in strong language 
if we do not intend to adhere to it. Op- 
ponents of Bills on either side which 
come up to this House, if they wish 
to avoid declaring their real reason 
for opposing them, will be enabled 
to put forward this Resolution as 
their excuse. That again, I think, would 
be open to objection; and, so far 
as I can see, we should do much 
better to abstain from passing a general 
Resolution of this kind. The discussion 
which has taken place to-night, and the 
language used by my noble friend, will 
give a warning to those who are respon- 
sible for the business of the other House 
of the feeling which exists here, and of 
the measures which it is possible this 
House may feel itself ultimately forced 
to take; but I confess a general Resolu- 
tion of this kind, involving the assertion 
that we will not attend to business sent 
up after a certain date, does not seem to 
me to be desirable. If it suited the 
Government and Parliament to put off 
the prorogation for a certain time, this 
House would always have the necessary 
opportunity for discussing Bills before 
passing them. It is not a question of any 


physical impossibility of discussing Bills, 


it is a question of the general convenience 
/of the House; but I do not think we 
should put this House in a position to 


. . : . /enable it to be said that for our own 
in spite of that Resolution, and the Re- | 


convenience we had refused to consider 
measures of importance which had been 
passed after great consideration in the 
other House. 
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*THeE Hart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
those of your Lordships who were here 
on August 11th and 12th of last year will 
probably recollect what passed at that 
time. My noble and learned friend Lord 
James of Hereford has referred to one 
important Bill—the Out Relief (Friendly 
Societies) Bill, which drove a great hole 
through the Poor Law. But there were 
other Bills before your Lordships’ 
House on August 12th, and when they 
were brought forward I protested against 
forcing measures of that kind through 
by the suspension of the Standing Orders. 
The first Bill was the Shops Bill, which 
for the first time in our legislation limited 
the hours of labour of full-grown men. 
When the Second Reading was proposed 
on August 12th I moved the rejection 
of the Bill and ten Members of this 
House divided with me against it. They 
did not go to their grouse guns, but 
stuck to their guns in this House; and 
I think their names should be known. 
They were the Duke of Northumberland, 
the Duke of Buccleuch, Earl Grey, 
Viscount Hood, Lord Armstrong, Lord 
Balfour, Lord Glenesk, Lord Iveagh, 
Lord Sherborne, and Lord Stalbridge. 
Your Lordships will observe that the 
name of my noble and learned friend 
opposite is not amongst the number. 
Had he been there we should have had 
a round dozen in favour of the sound 
principle of dealing with these important 
measures at a proper time when there 
was adequate opportunity for their con- 
sideration. I have no doubt that my 
noble and learned friend was more agree- 
ably employed elsewhere. 
and learned friend is a sportsman, and 
probably on August 12th his name was 
Micgregor and his foot was on his hired 
heath. I had drafted in the autumn a 
Resolution I intended to move this 
session, declaring that in the opinion of this 
House it is inconsistent with its dignity 
and position as a deliberative Assembly 
that important Bills of a contentious 
nature should be submitted to it in the 
last davs of the session, and declining in 
future to consider any such measure alter 
July 15th. That Resolution was more clear 
and definite than the one now under con- 
sideration, and it would have forced the 
other House to send Bills of a contentious 
character to this House in time for their 
adequate cousideration. 1 apologise for 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourru Sertes.] 
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having trespassed on your Lordships’ 
time, but I have given you a bit of 
history of which I thought it was well 
the House should be reminded. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Six o'clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 6th April, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SUBSTITUTED BILLS (STANDING 
ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Nxaminers of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, introduced 
pursuant to the provisions of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order 62 has 
been complied with, viz :—Caledonian 


Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


_ Great Northern Railway Bill. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


London Gas Bill. As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


Birmingham Corporation Bill (by 
Order); Bretwood Gas Bill (by Order) ; 
Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill (by Order). 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
[Lords] (by Order); Entre Rios Railways 
Bill [Lords] (by Order); Malvern Water 
Bill (by Order). Read a second time, and 

committed. 


Z 
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Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) | 


Bill; Whitechapel and Bow Railway 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Ealing Corporation Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee [Section A]; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“ An Act for the suppression of Betting in 
Strcets and other public places.” [Street 
Betting Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
incorporate the Nine Mile Point Railway 
Company; and for other purposes.” 
[Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [Lords. } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
revive and extend the period limited for 
the compulsory purchase of lands and to 
extend the period limited for the con- 
struction and completion of the harbour 
and works authorised by The Hastings 
Harbour Act, 1890, and The Hastings 
Harbour Act, 1897; and for other pur- 
poses.” {Hastings Harbour Hill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
vesting the undertaking of the Harrow 
and Uxbridge Railway Company in the 
Metropolitan Railway Company ; to pro- 
vide for the consolidation of certain 
preference stocks of the company; to 
raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes.” (Metropolitan Railway Bill 
[ Lords. } 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to Dissolve the Marriage of Sir Robert 
John McConnell, Baronet, of Windsor 
Avenue, in the county and city of 
Belfast, with Elsie George McConnell, 
his now wife, and to enable him to marry 
avain; and for other purposes.” [Mc- 
Connell’s Divorce Bill [Lords.] 


Nine. Mile Point Railway Bill [Lords]; 
Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords]; Metro- 
politan Railway Bill [Lords]; McCon- 
nell’s Divorce Bill [Lords]; Read the 
first time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


(COMMONS! 
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Reports, &c. 
PETITIONS, 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC{LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Ayr; Dun- 
dee; and Glasgow (three); to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 

Petition from South Manchester, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL 

Petitions against; from Beckenham 
(four); Brighton; Bromley; Chichester; 
Hove; Kensington; Lewes (seven); 
Little Bardfield; Liverpool; Penzance 
(two); Petersham; Rugby; West Brom- 
wich; and Worthing; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PETTY SESSIONS CLERKS (IRELAND) 
(SALARIES). 
Return [presented March 23rd] to be 
, printed. [No. 115.] 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PAINT AND 
COLOUR WORKS). 

Copy presented, of Report by T. M. 
Legge, esquire, His Majesty’s Medical 
Inspector of Factories, on the Manu- 
facture of Paints and Colours containing 
Lead, as affecting the health of the 
operatives employed {by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Emigration Statis- 
tics of Ireland for the year 1904 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Mullingar, 
Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill and 
the objects thereof [pursuant to Standing 
Order 158b]; referred to the Committee 
on the Bill. 


CASUALTIES TO SH PS. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
_ [ordered August 9th, 1904; Mr. Lough]; 
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to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 116.] 


ARMY (MILITIA TRAINING ESTABLISH- | 
MENTS). 
Copy presented, of the Militia 


Training Return, 1904 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EGYPTIAN GUARANTEED LOAN OF 1885. 
Account presented, up to March 31st, 


1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
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and the length open for the public con- 
veyance of passengers down to the 31st 
day of December, 1904, in respect of 
Companies, and the 3lst day of March, 
1905, in respect of Local Authorities; the 
gross Receipts, working Expenditure, 
net Receipts, and appropriation of net 
Receipts; the number of Passengers 
conveyed, quantity of Electrical Energy 
used, and the number of miles run by 
Cars during the year ended on the fore- 
| going dates respectively; together with 
the number of Horses, Engines, and Oars 
at those dates (in continuation of Parlia- 





Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | 


3339 and 3336 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS AND LIGHT RAILWAYS 
(STREET AND ROAD). 


teturn ordered, “of Street and Road 


|mentary Paper, No. 310, of Session 
| 1904)."—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 
| Return ordered, “of the amounts of 
| British Government Securities held by the 
several Government Departments an! 
|other Public Offices on the 31st day of 


Tramways and Light Railways authorised | March, 1905, specifying whether held in 
by Act or Order, showing the amount of | England or Ireland (in continuation of 
the Capital authorised, paid up, aud | Parliamentary Paper, No. 236, of Session 





expended; the length of line authorised 


1904) : 





£25 per Cent. £2? per £24 per | 
Consols. Cents. Cents. 
(1905). 


~(Mr. Vietor Cavendish.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


————— 


Other Securities 


£2} per Cent. 
War Loan. Annuities for | Exehequer 
terms of years.;| Bonds and 
| Treasury Bills. 


| French Fleet are yet undetermined it is 
| not practicable at present to make any 
| statement in reply to the hon. Member’s 
| Question. 


CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | 


Visit of the French Fleet — Facilities 
for Members of Parliament taking 
part in the Reception. 


Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON 
Pancras, E.): To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether, in the event of 
the visit of the French Fleet to English 
waters, the Government will give facilities 
for Members of this House to take part 
in the reception. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) As the 
atrangements in regard to the visit of the 


(St. | 


Closing of Irish Police Stations. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Ohief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will explain what are 
| the reasons for closing the Rathmolyon 
|and Kildalkey police stations; to what 
barracks have the men been transferred ; 
and if he can state the number of other 
stations closed, and in what counties, 
since 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) These 
stations were abolished because the neces- 
sity for them no longor existed. The 

Z2 
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authorities are satisfied that the require- 
ments of the respective localities can be 
adequately met by the police at the 
adjacent stations, of which there are four 
within a radius of six miles of each of the 
places named. The police from Kildalkey 
have been transferred to Ballivor, Athboy, 
and Crossakiel, the two former being ad- 
jacent to Kildalkey; and those from 
Rathmolyon have been sent to Trim, 
Enfield, and Dunshaughlin, of which 
Trim and Enfield adjoin Rathmolyon. 
The number and situation of the stations 
closed since 1903 are as follows— 


County. No. 
Carlow. - - - - - - 1 
Cavan - - - - - - 4 
Clare - - - - - - 3 
Cork, E.R. - - - - - 6 
Cork, W.R. - - - : - 6 
Donegal - - - - - 5 
Down - - : - : | 
Dublin. - - - - - 2 
Galway, E.R. : - - - 2 
Galway, W.R. - - - 2 
Kerry - - - - - - 7 
Kildare - - - - - - 5 
Kilkenny - - - - 2 
King’s - - - - - - 6 
Leitrim - : . : i Ae! 
Limerick - - - - - 8 
Longford : - - : - 1 
Louth - - . - - - 3 
Mayo - - - - - - 4 
Meath - - - - : -1l 
Monaghan” - - - - - 2 
Queen’s - - . - - - 2 
Roscommon - - - - - 5 
Sligo - - - - - - 5 
Tipperary, N.R. - : . a. 
Tipperary, S.R. + = - -2 
Westmeath - - - - - 2 
Wexford sd - = ° - 2 
Wick!ow - - - - sar. 

Total - 108 


Fishery Board Cruiser ‘‘ Freya.” 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
the amount paid for the Fishery Board 
cruiser ‘‘ Freya,” her speed and tonnage, 
and what part of the coast she patrols. 


(Answerea by Mr. Scott Dick:on.) The 
cost of the “Freya” has been £10,000, 
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her speed is twelve knots, and her tonnage 
280. Her districts for patrol vary accord- 
ing to the varying necessities of the 
service. 


Publication of Report of Lord Mansfield’s 
ommission. 

Mr. LEVESON-GOWER (Sutherland): 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether 
he can say when the Report of Lord 
Mansfield’s Commission will be published. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) | 
cannot say exactly on what day the Re- 
port will be published. 


British and Foreign Sailors employed on 
British Ships. 

Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Parrow-in- 
Furnes): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he will state the 
number of British sailors employed on 
board British ships each year from 1897 
to 1903 or 1904, inclusive, and also the 
number uf foreign sailors employed cn 
board British ships for the same period. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
figures asked for by my hon. friend are 
given for each year from 1897 to 190: at 
page 74 of “ Tables showing the progress 
of British Merchant Shipping,” Parlia- 
mentary Paper 294. The figures for 1904 
are not yet available. 


Premiums for Carrying Boy Sailors. 

Sir CHARLES CAYZER: To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether, 
ifit is not possible to give the average 
yearly payment per boy by a reduction 


‘in the light dues for apprentices carried 


under the scheme of the President of the 
Board in 1898, he will state the number 
of apprentices carried under the scheme 
each year from 1898 to the end of the 
year 1903, with the payments for each of 
these years. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
scheme for boy sailors referred to in the 
Question did not come into force unt! 
April Ist, 1899. In the year 1899-1900 
the number of boys enrolled was 502 and 
the payments made were £672 Ids. 7d. 
In 1900-1 the number of boys enrolled 
was 454 and the payments made were 
£1,647 3s. 9d. In 1901-2 the number 
of boys enrolled was 691 and the pay: 
ments made were £2,861 9s. 11d. In 
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1902-5 the number of boys enrolled was 
783 and the payments made were 
£3,938 8s. 8d. In 1903-4 the number of 
bovs enrolled was 1,065 and the payments 
made were £4,533 19s. 3d. 


Music Hall “ Sketches.” 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) : To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that a number 
of persons engaged in those entertain- 
ments called sketches have recently been 
thrown out of employment consequent 
upon the action of the Theatrical 
Managers Association; and, if  s0, 
whether he will facilitate the introduc- 
tion of legislation designed to remove 
the restrictions and conflicting enact- 
ments upon the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 have no official information 
on this subject. I regret to say that I 
cannot recommend that facilities should 
be given for legislation of the kind 


sugzeste |. 


Coastguard Surgeons in Ireland. 

Mr. O7KELLY (Mayo, N.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
state the number of Coastguard surgeo™s 
in Ireland; how many hold appointments 
additional to the Admiralty one; and 
how many devote themselves exclusively 
to Admiralty work. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
number of Admirulty surgeons and agents 
in Ireland is 117, None of these gentle- 
men are required to devote themselves 
exclusively to Admiralty work. 


Sale of Obsolete Dockyard Chains. 

Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admira!ty if he will state 
the terms of the Order issued in 1894 as 
to the sale of obsolete close link and 
rigzing chains; and whether he will 
undertake to have the Order fully enforced 
to prevent as far as possible the discarded 
chains being sold in the markets, thus 
competing unfairly with the manu- 
facturers and workmen engaged in the 
chain-making industry. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) 1 am 
sending the hon. Member a copy of the 
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Orders issued in 1894 as to the disposal 
of old chain, from which he will see that 
they were expressly designed to meet 
the contingency suggested in the second 
part of the Question. As stated in my 
reply of March 28:hf, there is no reason 
for assuming that these instructions are 
not being properly carried out by the 
dockyard officers, but their attention 
is being called to the necessity of 
exercising special care in this matter. 


Pay of Ilford Postmen. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR  (Kssex, 
Romford): To ask the Postmaster- 


General whether he is aware that the 
postmen in Ilford receive a maximum 
wage which is 6s. a week less than that 
paid to the postmen in the adjoining 
parish of Manor Park, where living is 
cheaper; and whether he will place the 
Ilford postmen on the same rate of pay 
as the postmen in the same sireet in the 
parish of Manor Park, namely, at from 
19s. to 30s. a week. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Tam 
aware that such is now the case. I will 
consider any representation the Ilford 
postmen may desire to make to me re- 
specting their pay; but I can hold out 
no hope that their present maximum of 
24s. will be raised to 3)s. a week. 


London Postal Porters. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
what steps he inten |s to take with a view 
to removing the three years bar at 
present imposed on the London postal 
porters; whether he intends to bring 
their starting pay to the same level as 
that of a postman entering the postal 
service at the age of twenty-five years or 
over, seeing that the porters are employed, 
with a few exceptions, only in town 
district offices where the minimum wage 
for postmen is 20s.; and whether he 
intends to allow established labourers in 
London to rise to the same maximum as 
the unestablished porters, viz., 930s. 
weekly. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 will 
consider any representations the classes 
to whom the hon. Member refers may 
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desire to make te me respecting their| (Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
pay, but I may at once say that I am of | The number of second-class clerks, lower 
opinion that 24s. a week is adequate | section, in the Customs Department on 
remuneration for the work performed by | March 31st, 1900, was 117, and of these 106 
the labourers. have since been promoted to the next 
higher grade, the salary of which is £200- 
Memorial of Assistant Clerks (Abstractor | £300. The average salary of these clerks 
lass). immediately prior to their promotion 
Mr, ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): | was £119 19s. 3d., and the average im- 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury | mediate increase in salary upon their 
whether he can now state when a reply promotion amounted to £80 Os. 9d. 
is likely to be given to the memorial | Their average service was seven years, 
which the assistant clerks (Abstractor! three months. The number of examin- 
Ciass) presented to the Treasury in| ing officers, second class, in the Customs 
December, 1903, and to which it was | Department on March 3lst, 1900, was 
stated in May and also in August last | gq», Qf these, 159 have since been 
that a reply would be shortly given. promoted to the next higher grade, the 
. : salary of which is £230-£340. The 
(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) average salary immediately prior io pro- 
T hope that a reply will be given to the | motion of these officers was £212 9s. 4d., 
memorial referred to by the hon. Member | and the average immediate increase in 
before the end of the month. their salaries upon promotion amounied 
to £17 10s. 8d. Their average service in 
Salaries and Fees of the Law Officers of | the outdoor department previous to their 
the Crown. | promotion was twenty-three years, six 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask the | months. 
Secretary to the Treasury what were the | 
amounts paid to the Law Officers of the | United States and England—Intrepreta- 
Crown in salaries and fees for the year) tion of Most-Favoured-Nation Clause. 
ending on March 31st, 1905. | Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R,, 
| Keighley): To ask the Under-Secretary 
(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) | of State for Foreign Affairs if the United 
As I am not yet in possession of the | States and England interpret the most- 
figures required, I would ask the hon. | favoured-nation clause in the same way; 
Member to postpone his Question till | if not, what is the difference. 
after the Easter Recess. 








(Answered by Earl Percy.) The Answer 
Promotions of Second - Class Clerks ana | t® the first Question is in the negative. 
Examining Officers in the Customs The United States hold that a treaty 
Service. right to most-favoured-nation treatment 
Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- | does not entitle its possessor to participate 
cromby): To ask the Secretary to the | in special privileges granted to others in 
Treasury how many second-class clerks, | return for reciprocal concessions. I would 
lower section, and how many second-class | refer the hon. Member to ‘‘ Commercial, 
examining officers there were in the Cus- | No. 4 (1885); Correspondence respecting 
toms Department on March 3lst, 1900;| the negotiation of a treaty regulating 
how many of these clerks and officers, | trade between the British West Indies 
respectively, have been promoted to the | and the United States [C. 4540],” page 
next higher grade since that date; what | 20, e seg. 
were the average salaries immediately 
prior to such promotions; what salaries | Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
and what average immediate increases in National Debt. 
salary did the promotions carry with}; Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
them in each case; and what was the! To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
average service in the clerical department | whether he is aware that by Section 6 of 
of the clerks and the averaye service in | 24 and 25 Vic., c. 14, the Act establishing 
the outdoor department of the officers | the Post Office Savings Bank, the Com- 
when they obtained these promotions. | missioners for the Reduction of the 
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National Debt are represented as an 
independent body exercising supervision 
of the affairs of the Post Office Savings 
Bank; and that, in practice, the sole 
acting member of the body is the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer for the time being ; 
and, if so, will he recommend the altera- 
tion, by repeal and re-enactment, of the 
wording of this section and of all Acts or 
sections of Acts in which the Commis- 
sioners are represented to be an 
independent body exercising supervision 
or control of matters connected with the 
national finances. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I do not find in the section to which the 
hon. Member calls my attention any words 
representing the National Debt Com- 
missioners to be an independent body 
exercising supervision or control of 
matters connected with the national 
finances. I donot propose to introduce 
legislation to amend the powers of those 
Commissioners in} connection with the 
management of the Post Office Savings 
Bank Fund, 


Civilian Surgeons attached to South 
African Army—Double Payment of 
Income Tax, 

Mr. O7 DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that civilian surgeons 
attached to His Majesty’s forces in South 
Africa have to pay on their salary and 
allowances income-tax to the Imperial 
Exchequer, and at the same time contri- 
bute to the revenue of the Colony; and 
wiether, seeing that civilian surgeons in 
South Africa are the only civilians 
attached to the Army who pay income- 
tix on their salaries, he will place these 
surgeous on an equal footing with other 
civilians attached to the Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
| will make inquiry into the facts. The 
information at present in my possession 
not enable me to answer the 
Question. 


does 


Irish Head Land Commission. Appeal 
of Mr. Denis Corkeran. 


Me. J. F. X. O° BRIEN (Cork): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what is the cause of 


the delay on the part of the Head Land 
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Commissioners in hearing the appeal of 
Mr. Denis Corkeran, of Ballinreastig, 
Douglas, county Cork; why did not the 
Commissioners call this case during their 
sitting in Cork last January; and, the 
case having been listed some three years 
ago, will he say when the case will be 
dealt with. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Mr. 
Corkeran’s notice of appeal was received 
on October 12th, 1903. The appeals 
heard at the last sitting at Cork in 
February, 1905, were received prior to 
October, 1903. Mr. Corkeran’s appeal 
will be included in the next list for the 
district, but the date of hearing has not 
yet been arranged. 


St. Patricks Day Celebration at Coagh. 

Me. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, on March L5th, several cannon 
were fired from the Orange Hall, Coagh, 
during hours from 4 p.m. to 4 a.m., and 
that the firing was continued until the 
evening of St. Patrick’s Day; did the 
police report the circumstance ; what 
was the purpose of the cannonade; if it 
was intended to annoy and outrage the 
Catholic residents in the village; and 
will such a practice be permitted in 
future. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
Occasional revolver or gun shots, not 
cannon shots, were fired on the nights of 
March 15th and 16th, and two or three 
during the day on March 17th. The 
police reported the circumstance. The 
purpose of the firing is not known, but it 
probably had some connection with the 
Party celebrations associated with that 
time of year. The practice of firing shots 
in a spirit of bravado, which is not con- 
fined to one Party, is an objectionable 
one, and the police do their utmost to 
prevent it. The offenders in this instance 
are not known. 


Inspection of Irish Firkin Butter. 

Me. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
in what months between May LOdth, 1902, 
the date on which the Sale of Butter (Ire- 
land) Regulations, 1902, came into 
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operation, and December 31st, 1904, the 
1,118 samples of firkin butter were taken 
for analysis by the local food inspectors 
in the counties of Clare, Galway, Kerry, 
Limerick, and Tipperary; what was the 
number of samples taken in each county ; 
and whether any of them was other than 
that of Irish salt firkin butter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department are not in possession of the 
dates on which the samples were taken, 
but will make inquiry; and I will com- 
municate the result to the hon. Member. 
The number of samples taken in each 
county is stated below, the samples being 
those of salt firkin butter exposed for 
sale in the counties mentioned :— 


County. No. of samples taken. 


Clare 236 
Galway 176 
Kerry 56 
Limerick . ; 492 
Tipperary, N.R. 121 
Tipperary, S.R. 37 

Total 1,118 


Suggested Appointment of a Commission 
on Irish Railways. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if an application has been made 
to him with regard to the appointment 
of any kind of Commission on the subject 
of Irish Railways; if so, does he con- 
template acceding to the application; 
will it be a Vice-Regal Commission ; how 
will it be constituted; and what will be 
the scope of its duties. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Ubeg 
to refer to my reply to the similar Ques- 
tion addressed to me on the 3rd inst. by 
the hon. Member for West Limerick. 


Farm of Ringillane, Kilcolgan. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the farm of Ringil- 
lane, Kilcolgan, county Galway, has been 
offered for sale to the Estates Commis- 
sioners by Miss Matilda George, with a 
view of enlarging the small un. conomic 
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holdings in the immediate neighbourhocd; 
and what steps, if any, have been taken 
to acquire the farm for that purpose. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Yes 
Sir, and the Commissioners have had a 
preliminary inspection med» of the lands, 
and are in communication with the 
owner on the subject of purchase. 


Rules under the Irish Land Act, 1903. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that as yet only temporary rules have 
been made regulating transactions under 
the Land Act of 1903, and that these 
temporary rules involve references to 
three oter sets of rules under previous 
Acts; and when a consolidated set of 
permanent rules may be expected to be 


published. 


(Answered by Mr. Wa’ter Long.) The 
rules are being codified and will be issued 
as soon as possible, T cannot, however, 
fix a date for their issue. 


Strength of Royal Irish Constabulary 
in County Roscommon. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
strength at which the Roval Irish Con- 
stabulary has been maintained annually 
in the county of Roscommon from 1899 
to 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
average actual strength of the free force 
in the county for the years specified was 
as follows :— 


Year. Free Force. 
1899 - - - _ : IRT 
S00 - : = - - 299 
1901 - - - = : 297 
1902. - : : = - 315 
1905 - : - - - 504 
1901 - - - - - 291 


Case of Ex Lieutenant Kingston. 

Str GEORGE FARDELL (Paddingt in, 
S.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if his attention has been called to 
the caseof ex-Lieutenant Arthur Kingston, 
with eleven years and seven months 
service, who was ordered to rasign his 
commission without trial although he has 
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repeatedly asked for it; and whether, | 
having regard to the fact that Lieutenant 

Kingston was commended by the Officer 
Commanding the Ashanti Field Force in 
1900 for very good work in capturing and 

surprising one of the chief rebel leaders, 

he can see his way to grant an inquiry or 

allow that officer to take action at law 
against his former colonel in order to clear 
his character and prove that he was the 
victim of mistaken identity. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Lieutenant Kingston, Middlesex 
R-viment, while attached to the West 
African Regiment, was reported for in- 
temperate habits by two successive 
commanding officers of the regiment and 
by the officer commanding the troops, 
Sierra Leone, who stated that he did not 
consider the officer’s retention in the 
service either desirable or likely to be 
advantageous to the Army. The Com- 
mander-in-Chief accordingly ordered him 
to resign his commission, and this he 
did without protest. No further official 
inquiry into this matter can be granted. 
As regards a civil action, as Mr. Kingston 
is not subject to military law, no per- 
mission from the War Office is necessary. 


Civilian Surgeons attached to South 
African Army -Customs Rebate. 

Mr. O DOHERTY: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he is aware 
that civilian surgeons attached to the 
Army in South Africa are not eligible for 
the Customs rebate in accordance with a 
ercular Memorandum No, 30, dated 4th 
July, 1904, and issued by the Chief Staff 
Officer, South Africa; and whether, 
seeing that nursing sisters and school 
mistresses attached to the Army partici- 
pate in the rebate, he will see that civilian 
surgeons are placed on an equal footing 
with other civiilans att:ched to the Army. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) 1 am aware of the circular 
referred to. The whole question of the 
Customs rebate was settled by a con- 
ference of Customs officers of the 
several South African Colonies. It was 
decided that civil surgeons are ineligible 
to receive this rebate, and the Army 
Council is not, therefore, in a position 
to alter this decision. 
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Colonial Conference—Emigration to the 
Colonies. 


Mr. CROOKS: Toask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he will submit to the 
Colonial Conference any proposals for a 
joint scheme of emigration to the Colonies, 
to be arranged between the Home Gov- 
ernment and the Governments of the 
several Colonies. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) The 
period for making definite proposals with 
regard to the topics to be dealt with by 
the Colonial Conference has hardly yet 
arrived. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Volunteers in the South African War. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): Ibeg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War how many efficient Volunteers 
went to the front during the South 
African War. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ARrNnoLp-ForsTEr, Belfast, 
W.): The number of Volunteers that went 
out to South Africa in Volunteer Service 
Companies and the City of London Im- 
perial Volunteers was 19,856 of all ranks. 
Besides these there were struck off the 
strength of Volunteer Oorps as having 
joined the Imperial Yeomanry 6.209 of all 
raiks. Volunteers included in the first 
category were required to have becn 
“efficient Volunteers”; of the others it 
cannot be said how many had been 
‘‘efficient Volunteers,” and how many 
had not, 


Militia Encampments —Dining Tenis. 

Me. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office if 
dining tents are no longer to be supplied 
to Militia battalions going into camp for 
training, or if it is only a few battalions 
that are not to be given them. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To- 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromLey 
Davenrort, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : 
Dining tents will be issued as far as they 
are available to all regiments of Militia 
Owing to adverse 
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reports on the tents, and the fact that 
many Militia units prefer not to draw 
them, only a limited number of tents 
have been provided. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Is the 
hon. Gentleman aware that they have 
been already refused to some Militia 
battalions ? 


DAVENPORT: I 
hon. Gentle- 


Mr. BROMLEY 
am not; perhaps the 
man will inform me. 


War Office Purchases of Civilian Clothing. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I beg, 


to ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if he will state how many suits of 
civilian clothes have been contracted 
for, made at the clothing factory, or 
otherwise obtained or ordered by the War 
Office authorities since January, 1904; 
and at what dates the orders were given. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT : 4,050 
suits have been obtained by contract 
since January, 1904. None have been 
made up at the factory or otherwise ob- 
tained. The dates the orders were given 
are as follows :—February 27th, 1904, 50 
suits; July 6th, 1904, 100 suits; Septem- 
ber 27th, 1904, 200 suits; October Ist, 
1904, 150 suits ; October 22nd, 1904, 50 
suits; October 25th, 1904, 1,500 suits; 
March 7th, 1905, 1,900 suits ; March 11th, 
1905, 100 suits. The suits ordered were 
of sizes of which there were none in stock 
or of which the stock was low. 


Conversion of Service Rifles. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
definite instructions have been given, or 
are in contemplation, to the Master- 
General of Ordnance to proceed with the 
conversion of the service rifle to clip 
loading at a cost of 11s. per rifle. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: In- 
structions have been given to the Master- 
General of Ordnance to this effect for 
a limited number of rifles. 


North Randfontein Mine Coolie Strike. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask ‘the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he has any infor- | 
mation of astrike of 2,000 Chinese coolies | 
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fontein Mine, near Krugersdorp, the 
alleged grounds of revolt being dissatis- 


‘faction with wages; that, on the police 


being called in, the casualties among the 
Chinese were considerable, and that fifty- 
three coolies were eventually arrested; 
and whether, if he has no information, he 
will at once obtain it from South Africa. 


THz SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have not yet 
received areply tothe inquiry which I 
made by telegraph on Monday. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for tlie 
Colonies how many of the indentured 
labourers on the North Randfontein 
Mine who have served for six months 
are receiving wages Of less than Is. 6d. 
perday; and whether the Labour 
Ordinance imposes the condition of a 
minimum of 36 inches drilled before the 
Is. 6d. is given. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not the 
information for which the hon. Member 
asks. The Labour Ordinance does not 
impose this condition. The contract is 
printed at page 9 of Cd. 2183, 


Mr. WHITLEY: Are we correct in 
understanding that the Ordinance pro- 
vides that after six months service the 
minimum pay shall be raised to Is. 6d. 
per day ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: Certainly ; pro- 
vided that the average pay has not 
reached a certain height. 


Agreement with Afghanistin. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether the Agreement 
entered into by the British Government 
and the Ameer of Afghanistan as the result 
of the recent British Mission to Cabul, 
together with other Papers connected with 
the Mission, will be laid before Parliament 
at an early date; whether he will-give a 
general indication of the contents of the 
Agreement; and whether it differs in any 
material respect irom the previous Agree- 
ment existing between the British Gov- 
ernment and the late Ameer. 
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Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror | Morocco was not a party to the Declara- 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- | tion, which was an independent arrange- 
ford): I propose shortly to lay on the | ment between the British and French 
Table a translation of the Agreement | Governments having reference to their 
recently concluded with the Ameer of | respective interests inthatcountry. The 
Afghanistan, together with such Papers | Treaty between Germany and Morocco 
as are necessary to elucidate it. The | of 1890 is analogous to that of 1856 be- 
purport of the Agreement, as has already | tween this country and Morocco, 
been stated in another place, is merely | 
to continue and confirm Agreements) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
which existed between the British | The right hon. Gentleman says there were 
Government and the late Ameer. | no communications between Germany and 

| this country with reference to Morocco. 

The Anglo-French Convention and Were there any with reference to other 

Germany. | parts of the Empire ¢ 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): | 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order! 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the | 
Convention entered into by H's Majesty’s| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: This Question 
Government with the French Republic, | has reference to the French Convention, 
dated 8th April, 1904, was officially com- | and I think my Question is in order, 
municated to the German Government, | 
and when; whether, if so, any reply to| *Kari PERCY said the Question had 
the communication was received by His reference to Morocco, No communica- 
Majesty’s Government, and, if soreceived, | tion had been made to the German 
will he lay it upon the Table of the House; | Government except in reference to the 
whether any subsequent communications | Khedival Decree. 
have passed between this Government | 
and Germany in regard to the said Con- The New Post Office Wages Scheme. 
vention; and, if so, will he lay them! ye NANNETTI (Dublin, , College 
upon the Table of the House; whether | q..07). ‘ ; etapa 
: a ; | Green); I beg to ask the Postmaster 
plas nea eigen Be N poison |General if he will state whether he pro- 
scaring fo ny steal commer loa to gt the sanction ofthe Howe 
Pennie fn pa ta the rights pate 'Commons before he introduces his new 
privileges pet to this country by the | et ee ee es eee 
Fccadiiias uke re it Real jae what is the probable date of the 
oe on VOCS SS See | abel on the Fee Olen Vale, 
concluded between this country and | 
Morocco in 1856, and confirmed by the | 2 pA pane a 
Convention between this country and| Tae POS PMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
France, dated 8th April, 1904; and | STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
whether the Sultan of Morocco still |The new scales of wages have been 
retains the right to enter into Treaties or | introduced from the Ist instant. I am 
Conventions granting commercial rights | unable at present to state the probable 
and privileges with countries which were | date of the debate on the Post Office 
not parties to the Convent'on of 8th April, Vote. I will consult with my right hon, 
1904, friend the Leader of the House and try 
and arrange a date to meet the con- 
venience of hon. Members. 


‘THe UNDER-SECRETARY or Stare 
roR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Perey, | 
Kensington, S.): The Declaration of | Post Office Wages—The Increase of the 
April 8th, 1904, between the United | Minimum Salary. 
Kingdom and France was not officially, Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
communicated to the German Govern- | Postmaster-General 1f it is the intention 
ment, and there were no communications ; not to make the proposed increase o! the 
between His Majesty’s Government anc | minimum salary by 1s. applicable to those 
that of Germany in regard to it so far as it | who are at present in the service, in view 
had reference to Morocco. The Sultan of | of the discontent that exists at present 
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among the male and female officials under 
the age of twenty-five. 


Lorp STANLEY: The increase of 1s. 
in the minimum salary of certain classes 
is not applicable to officers already in 
the service, unless they are at present 
receiving a salary lower than the new 
minimum. In that case their pay is at 
once raised to the new minimum. 


Learners and the New Wage Scheme. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-Generai is he aware that 
learners who have hitherto received 18s. 
per week while performing substitute 
duty will under his new scheme be 
reduced to 10s. per week ; and whether, 
seeing that such negative concessions are 
not calculated to lesson the discontent in 
the service, will he take any further steps 
in the matter. 


Lorp STANLEY : I gave an Answer to 
a similar Question yesterday}. lam aware 
that there are cases of the kind to which 
the hon. Member refers, and on the 
4th inst. 1 issued general instructions 
that learners already employed as sub- 
stitutes may be given the option of 
retaining their present varying rates of 
pay as learners and as substitutes, in 
lieu of the constant rates for learners with 
two years service and upwards, indicated 
in my announcement of the 28th ultimo, 


Post Office Savings Bank Return No. 88. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster - General whether the 
Return just issued, No. 88, “ Statement 
showing the aggregate amount of 
the Liabilities of the Government to 
Depositors in Post Office Savings Banks 
on 3lst December, 1903, etc.,” is the form 
adopted for Returns to be made annually ; 
if so, whether a Return in this form will 
be supplementary to a statement of the 
nature and amount of the securities 
standing in the names of the Com- 
missioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt, such as that contained in 
the Fiftieth Report of the Postmaster- 
General, or whether it will be substituted 
for such a Return. 


Lorp STANLEY: Return 88 of this 
year shows the form proposed for the 
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Return required by Section 9 (1) of the 
Savings Bank Act, 1904. It will probably 
be convenient that the statement usually - 
attached to the Postmaster-General’s Re- 
port should follow the same form. 


Sea Encroachment near Brighton. 

Sir H. AUBREY-FLETCHER (Sussex, 
Lewes): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether the at: 
tention of the Local Government Board 
has been drawn to the erosion by the action 
of the sea of the cliffs adjoining the high 
road leading from Brighton to Rotting: 
dean, and thence to Newhaven, and which 
threatens to destroy the road in certain 
places; and whether, in view of the ex- 
pense that would be incurred in procur- 
ing land up the Downs, and making a 
new road, he proposes to take any action 
in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): I have re- 
ceived some representations with regard 
to this road. The matter is not one with 
respect to which I am empowerel to 
take any compulsory action, but I am 
informed that the road is a main road 
vested in the Kast Sussex County Council, 
and I am communicatng with — the 
council on the subject. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : Does 
the right hon. Gentleman apprehend 
danger of any further land slide in that 
district ? 


Exchequer Issues. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer, can 
he explain how it is that the Exchequer 
issues ih respect of the National Debt for 
1904-5, as shown in the published 
accounts, amount to £26,986,668 instead 
of £27,000,000, the permanent or fixed 
annual charge, and why the balance of 
£13,332 was not issued. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question is based on # misapprehen- 
sion of the figures in the published 
accounts. The Exchequer issues il 
respect of the National Debt for 1904-5 
were £27,000,000 as provided by law. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: 1 have 
added up the figures. I want the hon. 
Gentleman to explain the misappre- 
hension. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I can 
do it, but not in answer to a Question 
across the floor of the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I want a 


public explanation—not a private one. 


Chinese War Indemnity. 

*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he can state the amount of the annual 
instalments now payable in respect of 
the British share of the Chinese war 
indemnity; and whether these instal- 
ments will be applied to the reduction 
of debt. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH:  Ne- 
yotiations are now in progress between 
the Chinese Government and the 
representatives of the Powers as to the 
b sis of payment of the indemnity. 
Until these are concluded the amount of 
the annual instalments receivable by this 
country cannot be stated. 
will in due course be submitted to 
Parliament as to the application of the 
British shar». 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then are 
we to understand thit the British instal- 
ments are not fixed 2 


Me. VICTOR CAVENDISH: 
that 18 sa. 


Underfed School Children — Teachers’ | 
Duties. 
Sin JOHN GORST (Cambridge 


University): I beg to ask the Sccretary | 


to the Board of Education whether it is | 


the duty of a teacher in an elementary 
s:hool, if he finds a child destitute of 
necessary food, to apply to the relieving 
officer of the dis.rict ; if not, what course 
is it the teacher’s duty to tak». 

Tre PARLIAMENTARY SECRIV- 
TARY vo rHE BOARD or EDU 
(Sir WittiAM Anson, Oxford University) : 
‘The duty of a teacher in an elementary 
school is defined by the terms of his 
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agreement with his managers or local 
education authority. I am not prepared 
to say what duties such an agreement 
may impose, except that they must not 
involve an infringement of Article 15 of 
the Code. 


Pauper Children in Public Elementary 
chools. 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.); 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Koard 
of Education whether a local education 
authcrity can refuse to admit to schools 
main:a'ned by such authority children 
who are boarded in the union workhouse 
when such workhouse is situated within 
the area of that authority ; and whether, 
if the workhouse in question be not the 
property of the council in whose area it 
i8 siuated, the local authority may 
require the council maintaining the work- 
house to make contribution on behalf of 
the expenses involved in educating these 
children. 


Sin WILLIAM ANSON: It is the 
duty of the guardians to provide for the 
education of the children under their 
charge. By Section 2 of the Elementary 
Educa.ion At, 1900, the guardians may 
arrange to perform their duty by con- 
tributing to the cost of their education 
at a public elementary school. The 
Board would, a3 a general rule, hold that 
the local authority would be justified in 
reiusing to adm.t a child, even though 
there was room in the school, unless the 
guardians were prepared to make a con- 
tribution towards the cost of educating 
the child. 


Church Attendance of School Children on 

Saints’ Days. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY: I beg to ask 
| the Secretary to the Board of Education 
| whether, having regard to the terms of 
| Circular 512, the teachers in voluntary 
' schools can be required by the managers 
of such schools to tak> children to 
church on Saints’ Days, notwithstanding 
the attendance by-laws and -egulations 
of the local education authority to the 
contrary. 


Str WiLLIAM ANSON: The teachers 
| in voluntary schools are bound to carry 
| out the instructions of the managers as 


| to the religious teaching given in those 
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schools except in so far as such 
instructions may conflict with by-laws 
as to school attendance or direction as 
to secular instruction properly made or 
given by the local education authority. 


Questions, 


Mr. ERNEST GRAY: Yes, but the 
Answer applies to teaching in the schools. 
This is a case of taking the children to 
church. Has the right hon. Gentleman 
anything to say about that ? 

Sr WILLIAM ANSON: I have 
nothing to add to my Answer, 


Provision in Parliament against Sudden 
Iliness of Members. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether he is 
aware that, in cases of sudden illness of 
Members of this House, there is no 
private room to which such Members can 
be brought, and that no provision of any 
kind is available in any part of the 
building for such emergencies; and 
whether steps will be taken to remedy 
this state of affairs. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The First Commissioner is 
not prepared with any proposal to meet 
this suggestion ; but he thinks that the 
appropriation of a room for such a 
purpose is uot a matter within his 
jurisdiction, but in that of the authorities 
of the House. 


Mr. C. R. SPENCER (Northampton- 
shire, Mid.): Will the First Commissioner 
of Works consider the advisability of 
providing, something like a medicine 
chest somewhere ? 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: And in 
view of the fact that sometimes there 
are nearly a thousand persons in the 
building, and the sitting lasts nearly 
twenty-four hours, would it not be well 
to have a medical man always in attend- 
ance ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Sir Antony MacDonnell. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to ask | 
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tenant of Ireland if the conditions under 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dever appointed Sir Antony 
MacDonnell as Permanent Under-Secre- 
tary still exist, or has he now any special 
power. other than those of an ordinary 
civil servant. , 


Questions. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Long, Bristol, S.): 
Sir Antony MacDonnell holds office as 
Under-Secretary in the same way as 
other permanent heads of Departments 
hold their offices, with this exception, 
that before he accepted office he received 
an explicit assurance that he would be 
treated with complete confidence, he 
consulted on matters of policy and 
administration, and be allowed adminis- 
trative freedom of action, subject. of 
course, to the approval and control of 
the Chief Secretary. This, so far as my 
experience goes, has always been the case 
between my chief permanent officials and 
myself, and I hope always will be so. 


Mr. SLOAN: I desire an Answer to this 
definite Question—Whether the special 
conditions under which Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell received his appointment have 
been withdrawn or do they still exist ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [have done 
my best to give a perfectly frank, and,i! 
believe, explicit Answer to the Question. 
It is extremely difficult to answer a Ques- 
tion of this kind across the floor of the 
House, when so much depends on the 
interpretation of the conditions between 
a permanent official and his chief. | 
have endeavoured to give what I believe 
to be an explicit and accurate description 
of the relations between Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell and myself, and I have added 
that the relations are similar, in my 
opinion, to those that always exist 
between me and my permanent officia's. 


Mr. SLOAN: Have the conditions 
under which Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
appointed by the late Chief Secretary 
been withdrawn or do they still exist 


under the jurisdiction of the right hon. 


Gentleman? That is the Question to 
which | want an Answer. 
There have 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu-, been a good many attempts to describe 
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the exact relations between the Under- 
Secretary and his chief, and I think it 
has been in those descriptions, and in 
consequence of them, that misunderstand- 
ings have arisen. I believe the Answer I 
have given is an exact description of the 
relations between Sir Antony MacDonnell 
and myself, and [ fail to see that there 
is anything further for me to examine 
into, or that there is any other Answer 
that could by any possibility be given to 
the House. 


Mr. 'Stoan, Mr. Witttam Moore, 
(Antrim, N.) and Mr. Grerron (Derby- 
shire, 8.) rose to put further Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has stated that he has given the 
only Answer he can possibly give, and if 
hon. Members think there is any matter 
which has not already been answered, 
they can put down a further Question. 
The present time is not appropriated for 
argument, but for Questions and Answers. 
The Answer tothe Question on the Paper 
has been given. It may or may not be 
satisfactory, but that is not the point, 
and it cannot be converted into an argu- 
ment. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: May I ask 
whether, as the right hon. Gentleman 
says it is a matter of personal interpreta- 
tion, his interpretations of the late Chief 
Secretary’s letters are binding on him- 
self 2 


Galway Untenanted Lands—Case of 
Mr. Rothwell. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. 
Rothwell, petty sessions clerk of Ballina- 
sloe, is to get any portion of the un- 
tenanted land on the estate purchased by 
the Estates Commissioners from Mr. 
Mahon, Ballydonlon, county Galway, in 
view of the fact that he does not live 
within several miles of the estate, and 
that he has more than one farm else- 
where, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners have no information beyond that 
which I have already given to the hon. 
Member. Mr. Rothwell may possibly be 
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chase of part of the demesne lands, but 


of this the Commissioners have no 
knowledge. 


Potato Growing Trials in Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the Irish Agricul- 
tural Department, when refusing to 
accept from Mr. Williamson one ton of the 
“Duchess of Cornwall” potato, free of 
cost, offered to purchase from that 
gentleman one ton at the rate of £10, being 
one-tenth of the market price at which 
selected seed could be bought; and 
whether the Department now intend to 
carry out trials of this variety of potato 
in nineteen counties and on their own 
farms as originally decided upon; and if 
he will state the source from which the 
supply has been obtained, the price paid, 
and the quantity required for these trials 
this year. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Seed of the 
variety mentioned was originally pur- 
chased from a Scotch grower. It has 
been tested for the past three years on 
the Department’s experimental farms, 
and the supply to be utilised this year is 
the produce of the original supply. The 
Department did offer to purchase a ton 
at the cost stated. The trials which it 
was intended to carry out in nineteen 
counties will not now be made. 


Irish Local Government Stocktakers. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the amount expended during the 
past financial vear by frish boards of 
guardians and district lunatic asylum 
committees on salaries of stocktakers 
appointed to take stock of the provisions 
of these institutions; and whether, 
seeing that these officers wee created by 
the Local Government Board under the 
Act of 1898, the amount expended on 
account of their salaries will be recouped 
to the local authorities by the Treasury 
or from some Government source. 
The Local 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


negotiating with the owner for the pur- ) Government Board are not in possession 
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of the information asked for. It is not 
intended to recoup the local authorities. 


Gore Booth Estate, County Sligo. 
Mr. ODOWD: 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the question 
of the reins‘atement of John Quinn, an 
evicted tenant on the Gore Booth Estate, 
situate in Lavagh, Tubbereurry, county 
Sligo, and now about to be sold to the 
tenants under the Act of 1903, has been 


left for settlement to the Estates Commis: | 


sioners and the agent of the estate by the 


present occupier and the evicted tenunt | 


with the concurrence of the landlord; 
and, if so, whether, under the circum- 
stances, and in the interests of the peace 
of the locality, the Estates Commissioners 
will be instructed to bring about an im- 
mediate settlement of this case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Nod, Sir, it is 
not the case that the settlement of th’s 
mitter has been leit to the Ccmmis- 
sioners by all the persons concerned. 


Evicted Tenants on the White Estate, 
Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
inspector appointed by the Estates Com- 
missioners to inquire into the cases of 
evicted tenants on the White Estate, near 
Bantry, made personal inquiry or through 
a n ember of the firm of solicitors who had 
the carriage of the sale of the estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioneis have no information on the point 
but will make inquiry. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: Who appointed 
this inspector and who is he @ 


Me. WALTER LONG: Obviously if 
the Commissioners have no information I 
cannot have any. 


Mr. H. T. Wright's County Cork Estate— 
The Bonus Difficulty. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ircland whether, in view of the fact that 
Mr. Henry ‘T. Wright, Crown Solicitor 
for the county of Cork, alter agrecing to 
sell to his tenants under the Land Act of 


1903, refusel to do so through the 
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Estates Commissioners or the Congested 
Districts Board on the grounds that he 
would not be entitled to the bonus, he 
will say whether, in the event of sales 
direct to the Congested Districts Board 
or the Estates Commissioners, Mr, 
Wright would be entitled to the bonus, 


Mx. WALTER LONG: No proceed. 
ings for the sale of this estate have come 
before the Commissioners. If the estate 
were sold through the Commissioners a 
bonus would be payable, but until the 
facts are before them the Commissioners 
cannot say whether the bonus would be 
added to the purchase money or paid to 
the vendor. 


King Harman Estate, County Roscommon. 

Mr. JAMES O?K ELLY (Roscom.non, 
N.): L beg to ask the Chicf Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of frelind whether 
the Estates Com nissioners are aware 
that the tenants interests in the holdings 
of Mr. Marshall (160 acres), Dr. Rodden 
(142 acres), Mr. Jameson (120 acres), and 
Major Smith (80 acres), all non-residen- 
tial grazing farms on the King-Harman 
Kstate, county Roscommon, can be 
secured by them for the piipose of en- 
largement of holdings; whether these 
lands have been actually offered to the 
Commissioners for the pirpose stated; 
and if not, or in any event, whether the 
Commissioners will now take any steps 
to purchase the tenants’ interests in the 
lands mentioned, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sloners are ne zotiating for the purchase 
of Mr. Jameson’s farm, the only one of 
those mentioned which has been offered 
to them. They will consider the ques- 
tion of purchasing any grazing farms 
which may be offered to them, 


Drumconrath Medical Relief Dispensary. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been drawn to the action of the 
Local Government Board in proceeding 
by sealed order to suppress the Drum- 
Medical Relief Dispensary; 
whether he is aware that under the new 
arrangement some of the sick poor will 
be at least ten or twelve miles from the 
nearest medical relief centre; and, if so, 
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whether, in view of the opposition of the 
ratepryers to the change and the protest 
of the Ardee Board of Guardians, within 
whose district the division affected is 
situated, against the proposal, he will 
invite the Local Government Board to 
reconsider its decision. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Drum- 
conrath dispensary district was merged 
in the adjoining districts of Dunleer and 
Collon No. 2. In each of these districts 
the residence of the medical officer is now 
centrally situated and within a reasonable 
distance of all parts of the district, and 
the Board are satisfied that no revision 
of their decision is necessary. 


Mr. NOLAN: Has not this change 
bee made in direct opposition to the 
wishes of the whole of the people, as well 
as of the localauthorities. What does the 
right hon. Gentleman consider “a reason- 
able distance?” Is it eleven or twelve 
miles $ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Rathmolyn and Kildalkey Police 
Stations. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he will explain what are the 
reasons for closing the Rathmolyn and 
Kildalkey police stations; to what bar- 
ta ks have the men been transferred; 
aud if he can state the number of other 
stations closed, and in what counties, 
since 1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The informa- 
tion asked for cannot well be compressed 
within the limits of an oral Answer, and, 
with my hon. friend’s permi-sion, I will 
circwate my reply with to-night’s Votes. 


New Education Rule 127 (b'. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, F.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whe.her he can state 
if the Commissioners of Education in 
Treland made any effort to ascertain the 
opinions of managers and others previous 
to making the new Rule 127 (b): how 
such effort was made by them; at how 
miny meetings was the rule discussed ; 
how many Commissioners were present at 


the discussion; on the motion of which 
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Commissioner was the rule adopted; and 
whether it was adopted unanimously. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG ; For the reasons 
stated by me yesterdayf, I would ask the 
hon. Member to defer this Question until 
after the Easter recess. 


Grant for Agricultural Schemes in Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that, in consequence of the procedure 
followed by the Congested Districts 
Board, no contribution is made by them, 
or by the Agricultural Department, to 
technical and agricultural schemes for 
the benefit of congested districts in the 
county of Kerry, or elsewhere; and 
whether, in view of the injury resulting 
to the residents of such congested dis- 
tricts by the withholding of a contribu- 
tion, he will take any steps to enable the 
Congested Districts Board to contribute 
to the carrying out of these schemes 
through the county committees. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Ihave already 
stated that the Department have assumed 
charge of agricultural schemes in the 
congested districts of Kerry. A sum of 
£1,772 was expended on such schemes in 
1904, and of this the Department contri- 
buted £1,148, the balance being provided 
locally. The Congested Districts Board 
have no funds to contribute to the techni- 
cal instruction schemes in congested 
districts, 


Agricultural Experiments in Cavan. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieuteuant of Ireland if he will 
state what number of experiments under 
the Agricultural and Technical Instrue- 
tion (Ireland) Act have been carried out 
in county Cavan up to March 31st, 1905, 
specifying the valuation of the holdings 
on whic same were tried; and further, 
ii he will state the number of said experi- 
ments made upon the holdings of agricul- 
tural labourers in county Cavan. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In 1992, ten; 
in 1905, thirty; in 1904, twenty. The 
Department have not yet received a 
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report as to the number of experiments , 
which the county committee’s instructor | 
has arranged for the present season ; and | 
they have no information as to the | 
valuation of the holdings concerned, or | 
whether any of these holdings belong to | 
agricultural labourers. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY = (Limerick, 
W.): What is the nature of the experi- 
meats ¢ 

Mr. WALTER LONG: That I cannot 


say without notice, 


Irish Land Purchase--Instructions to 
Inspecturs. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the instructions for the 
guidance of inspectors, dated February, 
1904, which have been cancelled by those 
dated February 9th, 1905, will also be 
presented to Parliament in accordance 
with the promise of the right hon. Member 
jor Dover; and whether, seeing that 
the instructions dated February, 1905, 
ouly relate to sales to persons other than 
the Land Commission, any instructiois 
have been issued to inspectors in cases of 
sales to the Land Commission direct ; and, 
if so, when these instructions will be laid 
upon the Table. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir, I do 
not propose to Jay the instructions of 
February, 1904, which were informal, on 
the Table of the House. The instructions | 
of February, 1905, have regard to all sales, 
and are not limited to sales to persons | 
other than the Land Commissiouers, 
They include, in Part IL., instructions 
under Sections 3, 6, and 8 of the Act of 
1905. 


Longfield Estate, County Roscommon. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether untenanted | 
land on the Longfield Estate, at Callow, | 
near Frenchpark, in the county of 
Roscommon, has been cffered for sale to | 
the Congested Districts Board ; and, if 
<0, what is the date of the offer; whether, | 
and, if so, when the estate has been | 
inspected on behalf of the Board ; | 
whether, in reply to the offer of the owner, | 
uy offer has been made by the owner; | 
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and whether steps will be taken to 
expedite the purchase of this land by the 
Board in view of the possibility of its 
being let for grazing for the coming 
summet. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
the first inquiry is in the negative, 


Goold Estate, County Limerick. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lien- 


tenant of Ireland if he can say whether 
the Estates Commissioners have entered 
into any negotiations for the purchase of 
the untenated land on the Goold Estat», 
Athea, county Limerick, containing 
upwards of 200 acres, and which is let to 
yraziers every year, in view of the sale of 
the tenanted portion of the estate to the 
tenants; whether he is aware that there 
are about 100 tenants on the estate 
whose holdings are under £5 annual 
value; whether the Commissioners re- 
ceived the list of names of these tenants ; 
and whether they will sanction the sile 


of the tenanted portion of the estate 


without seeing that the uneconomic hold- 
ings be enlarged, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir; and 
no proceedings for the sale of the estate 
have come before the Commissioners, 
The question of untenanted land will be 
considered if the estate comes before 
them. 


Commissioners of Irish Lights. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenint of Ireland whether he will state 
how is the Board of Commissioners of 
Irish Lights constituted; what is the 
qualification for memb:rship ; also, seeing 
the general dissatisfaction expressed by 
hirbour authorities in 
Ireland, whether he will take some steps 
to have harbour boards get some repre 
senta‘ion on this body. 

SECRE- 


Tae PARLIAMENTARY 


| TARY vo tak BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 


Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackiriars): 
May I be allowed to answer this Ques- 
tion? I beg to refer the hon. Mem- 
ber to the Return (No. 35) as to 
general Lighthouse Authorities which 
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was presented to this House at the be- 
ginning of the session, and which sets 
out the constitution of the Board of 
Commissioners of Irish Lights. His 
Majesty’s Government are not prepared 


to introduce a Bill to provide for the | 
authorities | 


representation of harbour 


on the Board. 


Mr. JOYCE: Have the 
Trade any control over the Irish Lights 
Commissioners 2 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I think they have 
some little control, but perhaps the hon, 
Member will put down the Question. 


School Building Grants for East 
Limerick. 

Mx. LUNDON (Limerick, E.: I beg to ask 
tie Secretary to the Treasury can he say 
whether any managers of national schools 
in Kast Limerick, within the past five 
vears, have been in treaty with the Com- 
missioners cf National Education about 
o»taining grants for 
schools, and so far have failed in their 
efforts; and, if so, will he say what has 
been the cause of the failure; and when 
b» expects that the Commissioners will 
be in a position to issue their new code of 
rules as regards building. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I am 
informed that certain applications for 
building grants have been made, but that 
there are being held over pending the 
s*ttlement of the general question of 
revised plans for national schools, which, 
as [have already stated, | am endeavouring 
toexpedite, I understand, however, that 
in the case of one application special plans 
are under consideration which may enable 
the work to be proceeded with under the 
regulations now in force. 


Ballina Post Office Revision. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General if he 
can say what action will be taken, and 
when, as a result of the revision at Bal- 


lina Post Office, county Mayo, held in | 


February, 1904, in respect of the staff 
there. 


_Lorp STANLEY: A revision of the 
indoor staff at the Ballina Office has now 
been sanctioned, and will be carried out 
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| in due course. Provision is made for in- 
| creasing the number of male sorting clerks 
|and telegraphists from four to six. 


Irish Telegraph Messengers—Cap 
and Boot Contracts. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the Post- 
/master-General whether he is aware that 
| the contract for the supplying of the 2,000 
caps to the telegraph messengers in 
Ireland has been transferred to England ; 
and whether, seeing that the contract for 
caps and boots for these messengers, 
which are now manufactured in this 
country, was previously executed in 
Treland, and that this is purely Irish work 
for use in Ireland, he will have it executed 
in that country in future. 


Lorp STANLEY: I invited separate 
tenders for the shakos and caps required 
in Ireland in the hope that I might be 
able to place the contract in that country. 
Unfortunately the only tender I received 
was at so high a rate that I could not 
accept it. For telegraph messengers’ 
boots also I received only one tender 
from Ireland, and there again the rates 
quoted were too high for acceptance. 


Underfed School Children. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to 
the Bill to provide, under proper 
safeguards, for the feeding of hungry 
children, brought in by the hon. 
Member for Hoxton, and supported, 
amongst others, by the hon. Members for 
Sheflield Brightside, South Islington, 
West Bradiord, Stoke-upon-Trent, and 
South-West Bethnal Green; and whether, 
having regard to the fact that these hon. 
Members are all supporters of the Govern- 
ment, he will give facilities for the 
Second Rea:ling of this Bill and for the 
reference of it to a Grand Committee if 
the same can be arranged by consent. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I think the 
‘hon. Gentleman is under some misap- 
prehension when he supposes that the 
| objection that I am sure every Leader of 
'the House feels to giving facilities for 
| private Members’ Bills is at all modified 
‘by consideration of the quarter from 
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which the support of the Billcomes. The | 


objection is of quite a general character, 
and I do not think I can waive it in this 
instance, especially as there is a Com- 
mittee appointed to inquire into this 
question. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask 
whether, having regard to the nature of 
this Bill, the Prime Minister will inform 
his supporters behind him that it is not 
his desire that they should block it. 


Mr. CROOKS: Is not the First 
Lord of the Treasury of opinion that 
part of the business of the Prime 
Minister of the country is to study the 
condition of the underfed children of the 
country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is with a 
view to studying the condition of the 
underfed children of the country that we 
have appointed a Committee to give us 
the necessary knowledge of the facts. 
For my part I think we ought not to 
legislate on this subject without that 
knowledge. 


Pension Regulations. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware of the fact that under existing 
legislation a soldier or sailor on joining 
the Civil Service is not allowed to count 
his military or naval service, as the case 
may be, towards the pension, if any, he 
receives at the close of his period of en- 
gagement in the Civil Service; and 
whether, having regard to the desirable- 
ness of p oviding suitable employment for 
time-expired soldiers and sailors, he will 
consider the question as to whether such 
men on the close of their Civil Service 
appointments should not have counted to 
their credit for pension their service with 
the Army or Navy. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): Before the right hon. Gentleman 
answers, will he say if he is aware that 
candidates on the roll of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary are permitted to join the 
Irish Guards on a three years enlistment ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have had 
no time to get at the facts, and could 
not therefore 
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answer that now. As 
t 


to the Question on the Paper, I would 
remind the hon. Gentleman and the 
House that the subject of pensions is 
regulated by statute, which cannot be 
changed either at the will of the Treasury 
or at my will. The House of Commons 
itself would have to initiate legislation on 
the subject, and without legislation 
nothing can be done. Whether the 
soldiers would desire to see the system 
the right hon. Gentleman recommends 
carried out Ido not know. Of course, 
they would be prevented from receiving 
their pensions as soldiers while they were 
serving, Say, a8 postmen. But, in any 
case, whether they wish it or not, the 
change cannot be carried out without 
legislation. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Royal Commission on ques- 
tions of property arising between the 
United Free Church of Scotland and the 
Free Church of Scotland has now re: 
ported; and, if so, when the Report will 
be in the hands of Members. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say 
when the Report will be in the hands of 
Members. Every expedition is being 
made in regard to it. 


Civil Service Estimates. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when it is proposed to 
move Mr. Speaker out of the Chair on 
going into Committee of Supply on Civil 
Service Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope next 
Thursday. 


The Home-Service Army. 

MaJor SEELY (Isle of Wight): 1 beg 
to ask the First Lord of the ‘Treasury, as 
President of the Council of Defence, 
whether it is proposed to proceed with 
the formation of a home-service Ariny on 
a short-service basis, within the next 
few months, a commencement being made 
a8 soon as suflicient long-service enlist- 
ments for India have been secured, 
whether the Militia is to form part of this 
home-service Army; and, if so, whether 
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all or what portions of the Militia are to 
be so transformed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Question 
has nothing to do with the Committee of 
Defence, and I have therefore asked my 
right hon. friend to answer it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It will not 
be possible to commence short-service 
recruiting for several months. But when 
an adequate number of men enlisted for 
long service has been obtained, the enlist- 
ment of men for a shorter period of ser- 
vice must be commenced. No short-ser- 
vice battalions will be formed before 
October. No Militia units will be included 
in the short-service Army except with 
their consent. 


The Position of Junior Lord of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I desire to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury a Question of which 
1 have given him private notice—namely, 
whether it is in accordance with prece- 
dent for the office of Junior Lord of the 
Treasury to be held by any other than a 
Member of this House, and, if not, what 
steps the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to take with regard to this office in view 
of the fact that Mr. Gerald Loder has 
not been elected to a seat in this House. 


+ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It certainly is 
usual that the Jumor Lord of the 
Treasury should be a Member of this 
House, though I suppose there is no 
constitutional reason why it should be 
s». [ do not remember in my own 
personal experience, but I have read that 
Mr. Gladstone was Secretary to the 
Colonies for six or seven months though 
he was out of the House and unable to 
obtain a seat in this House—having, in 
fact, been turned out of the House on 
.ecepting office. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether the Junior 
Lord of the Treasury has any duties 
whatever except those connected with 
the business cf this House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The duties cf 
the Junior Led cf the Tre:sury wider 


the Coustitution are as well known to the 
right hon. Gentleman as to myself, and I 
do not think any detailed exposition of 
the character of those duties would add 
to the knowledge of either side. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): May Task the right hon. 
Gentleman whether this is not the second 
member of his Administration who has 
been rejected at the polls quite recently, 
and whether he is still of opinion that his 
Ministry retains the confidence of the 
country ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Genileman asks me a Question of fact 
and a Question of opinion. On the 
Question of fact, it is the case that the 
Solicitor-General for Scotland failed to 
obtain a seat in this House after he had 
taken office, and it is true that the Junior 
Lord of the Treasury has just failed to 
keep his seat, But when the hon. Gentle- 
man asks me what I think the opinion 
of the country is, IT imagine that that can 
only be judged by a general election. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have to ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury as to the order of business for 
next week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Budget 
will be taken on Monday, and Monday, 
Tuesday, and Wednesday will probably 
be occupied by the Budget Resolutions. 
T trust these will be concluded on 
Wednesday, and if that is so, we shall 
get the Speaker out of the Chair on 
the Civil Service Estimates on Thursday. 
The week following we propose to deal 
with stages of Government legislation. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What measures will be proceeded with ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Weare going 
to introduce the Aliens Bill and the 
Unemployed Bill under the Ten Minutes 

tule. Jo am anxious to proceed with 
the Second Reading of the Scoteh Ecuca- 
tion Hill and the Agricultural Rates 
Bill; but I cannot at present give any 
date for those measures. 
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NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Ernest Amherst Villiers, Esquire, for 
the Borough of Brighton. 





THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS. 


The Clerk at the Table informed the 
House of the unavoidable absence of the 
Chairman of Ways and Means. 


NEW BILLS. 


TRADES UNIONS BILL. 


“To amend the 
Trades Unions,” presented by Sir Alfred 
Hickman; supported by Sir James 
Herth, Sir William Tomlinson, Mr. 
Arthur Heath, and Mr. Galloway; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 151.] 


TUBERCULOSIS (ANIMALS) PREVENTION 
AND COMPENSATION BILL. 

“To provide for the Payment of Com- 
pensation to the owners of carcases of 
animals condemned after slaughter, and 
destroved by order of a magistrate, on 
account of Tuberculosis, and to assist in 
the Prevention of Tuberculosis,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Ernest Gray; supported 
by Lord Henry Cavendish Bentinck, Sir 
Joseph Dimsdale, Mr. Field, Mr. Charles 
McArthur, Mr. David Maclver, Mr. 
Samuel Roberts, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. 
William Rutherford, Mr. Schwann, and 
Mr. Tomkinson; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 152.] 


SUPPLY OF ELECTRICITY BILL. 

“To amend the Acts relating to 
Electric Lighting,’ presented by Mr. 
Bonar Law; to be read a seco.d time 


upon Thursday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 153.) 


SALMON FISHERIES (IRELAND) ACTS 
AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to 
Fisheries in Ireland, and for the better 
protection thereof,” presented by Sir 
Henry Seton - Karr; supported by Sir 
Herbert Maxwell, Sir Robert Penrose- 
FitzGerald, Mr. Grenfell, Captain Bagot, 
and Colonel Nolan; to be read a second 
time upon Welneslay, 10th May, and 
to be printed. [Bill 154.] 
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SUPPLY [4t# Atiotrep Day] [57H Apri]. 


Resolution reported. 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


“That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,101,000, be granted to His Majes‘y, 
to defrav the Charge for the Pay, ete., 
of His Majesty’s Army (including Army 
Re erve) at Home and Abroad (exclusive 
of India), which will come in co :rse of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1906.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) movel 
a reduciion of the Vote by £100 in order, 
he sail, to get from the Secretary for 
War a more explicit statement of whit 
his proposals were in regard to the home- 
service Army, the Militia, and the Volu - 
teers, They had that morning a leading 
article in the Standard calling upon the 
Prime Minister to give an explicit and 
stirring address to his followers in the 
House, and he proposed now to call upon 
the Secretary for War to give an explicit 
statement of his policy. In the Memor- 
andum issued by the right hon. Gentle- 
min in regird to the Army Estimates he 
told them there would be a saving on this 
item of £700,000, but he was bound to 
confess he could not see how it was to be 
brought about if the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not going to put his scheme 
into operation. After the statement 
which they had had from the Prime 
Minister on the preceding night, they 
must draw the conclusion that the Gov- 
ernment were departing from their pro- 
pos:ls to reduce the expenditure upon 
the Volunteers by £300,000, and he now 
wished to press for information as to 
whether the proposed reduction of 
£700,000 in regard to the Regular Army 
was also to be abandoned. The House 
really did not know where it stood in re- 
gird to the scheme which the right hon. 
(yeni leman put before it on July 14th last. 
They were to!d in that scheme that they 
were to have a home-service Army ant 
a long-service Army. Was the right 
hon. Gentleman enlisting at the present 
time tor that long service Army at an 
earlier age than nineteen and a-half 
years, which was the age sugzested 
recruits were to be enlisted at? Surely 
the right hon, Gentleman could tell tham 
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what his scheme really was. Could he 
not do so in a few words? He was 
afraid, however, that they might as soon 
expect the Secretary for War to be 
explicit as they did the Prime Minister. 
Ambiguity was the design of the one and 
the misfortune of the other, but he did 
think the right hon. Gentleman should 
try and lay before the House his pro- 
posals in regard to the Volunteers, and 
to state what reductions, if any, he 
intended to carry out. Both sides of the 


House were utterly befogged as_ to 
where the scheme stood, especially 
after the interposition of the Prime 


Minister in the preceding night’s debate. 
He wished to know whether the Secre- 
tary for War was now prepared to corro- 
borate what fell from the Prime Minister ? 
Whether he was departing from the 
scheme laid before the House on July 
14th last, and in what respect he was 
making such a departure? Did he 
intend to reduce the establishment 
of the Volunteers this year by 114,000 
men? If so, how did he propose to do 
it? Was it to be done by abolishing 
battalions, or did he propose to reduce 
the number of companies in the 
battalions ? Those were questions which 
they were fully entitled to put to the 
right hon. Gentleman. He would again 
ask him to give them an intelligible 
exposition of the policy—not his policy, 
but the policy which the Cabinet had now 
anproved, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out ‘£10,101,000. and insert 
*£10,100,900. "—(Mr. McCrae.) 
Question proposed, “That 


‘£10,101,000’ stand part of the said 
Resolution,” 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge) desired to apologise for 
again intruding on the House on this 
question, The hon. Gentleman opposite 
had put to the Government certain 
definite Questions, particularly in refer- 
ence to the Volunteers, and he did think 
it was most important that the present 
uncertainty and doubt which existed in 
regard to the proposals of the Government 
should be removed. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is under a misapprehension 
if he thinks he can discuss the Volunteers 
or the Militia on the Report of this Vote. 
The Vote is for the pay of the Regular 
Army, and the debate must be confined 
to the question of the payment of wages 
for the Regular Army. 


Estimates, 1905-6. 


*Mr. McCRAE pointed out that in the 
Vote there were certain sums set aside 
for schools of instrustion for Mounted 
Infantry, for Militia and for Volun- 
teers. Would not that fact entitle them 
to discuss questions affecting the Militia 
and Volunteers 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Anything regarding 

the pay of the instructors may be 
discussed, but there is a Vote for the 
Militia and another for the Volunteers, 
and any general discussion in regard to 
those forces must take place on thos> 
particular Votes. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said he 

wished to say something about the 
proposal for the home-service Army 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
brought forward, and that indirectly 
involved the position of the Militia. 
Was he not entitled under the circum- 
stances to raise that question ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): May I ask if it 
was not an understanding that we should 
have four days general discussion on the 
Army question. It may seem a de- 
parture from the usual practice to have 
a general discussion on the Report of 
this Vote, but I believe that on this 
occasion there was a general under- 
standing that the Government should 
give us four days—Monday, Tuesday, 
Wednesday and Thursday —to discuss 
Army matters. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know 
whether there was any understanding 
between the right hon, Gentlemen, but 
cer‘ainly I was not a party to it, and it 
is my duty to carry out the rules of the 


House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): Where 


is the Prime Minister ? 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
I hope I shall be in order in 


appealing to the Government whether it 
is not the case that we were promised 
four days for a full discussion on general 
Army questions. If that is so, will the 
Government fulfil their promise ? 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE vor 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forsver, Belfast, 
W.): [ do not desire to avoid any discus- 
sion, but I imagine that the ordinary pro- 
cedure has been followed. On Vote 1 
general Army questions can be discussed, 
and it hasalways been the practice to do 
that on the Cominittee stage, but the dis- 
cussion on the Report stage has always 
been confined to the discussion of matters 
contained in the Vote itself. Vote ] 
was set down for this week in order that 
there might be a general discussion. I 
would point out that the general dis- 
cussion on Army matters has now lasted 
eight days. 


Mason SEELY (Isle of Wight): We 
do not know where we ure. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that 
the ordinary practice had been adopted 
in this case, and added that already 
three days had been given to the debate 
on this Vote. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I notice that the Leader of the 
Hovse has just entered,and perhaps I 
may be allowed to explain the point 
I have attempted to make. You, Mr. 
Speaker, have laid down from the Chair 
what I admit is in accordance with the 
rules and with what the right hon. 
Gentleman has just said, that the regular 
practice js on the Report stage of Vote 1 
to confine the discussion to matters 
contained in the Vote; but I submit 
that this is not a usual occasion. There 
was an undertaking given, when tbe 
general arrangements for this discussion 
were being made, that the whole of 
the Government time in this week should 
be devoted to a general debate on Army 
questions. If the right hon. Gentleman 
has chosen to bring the debate on Vote 
1 in the Committee stage to a conclusion, 
instead of continuing it over till to-day, 
I submit that the House ought not to 


suffer, and, inasmuch as it was promised 
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that there should be four full days, that 
the general discussion should be allowed 
to continue on this stage. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) stid he 
would like to point out to the Prime 
Minister that the Vote was agreed to on 
the preceding night on the understanding 
that the general discussion could 
resumed the next day. 


be 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
fi.) said that when the Chairman of 
Committees put the Vote it was actually 
past the hour for the interruption of 
debate, and had there been the slightest 
opposition it could not have been put. 
He was in his place at the time, and he 
offered no opposition because he under- 
stood that the Government were'anxious to 
get the Report stage, but at the same time 
he also understood that they would not he 
prevented from continuing the dis :ussion, 


THe PRIME MINISTER and FIRST 
LORD ov me TREASURY Ur. AL J. 
3ALVOUR, Manchester, Ki.) said there \ 
some misconception, but he was anxious 
to carry the House with him. He would 
indee | be grieved if he did not, for so much 
depended on the carrying out of arrange- 
ments between the two sides of the House. 
No doubt a strong appeal was made to 
him to afford full opportunity of di-cuss- 
ing Vote 1, and he promised that should 
be done. ut there were financial con- 
siderations, which were brought to the 
notice of Parliament, which made it 
necessary that they should get both the 
Committee and the Report stages of Vote 
1 in the course of the present week. He 
certainly gave no pledge that the Report 
stage should be taken under any rules 
but those which governed the precedure 
of the House, nor would it have been 
possible for him to do so. But if it were 
consistent with the rules of order he 
should welcome such liberty being given 
to the House as would enathle the discus- 
sion on the Report stage to travel over 
the same ample region as it had travelled 
over for the last few days in Committee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that he, of course, 
had no object except to see that the 
tules of the House were carried out. 
The established rule was that the general 
debate on the Question, that he do 
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leave the chair, might be continued 
on Vote A in Committee, but that 
then the discusion on Vote 1 in Com. 
mittee must be confined strictly to 
Vote 1, and the discussion on the 
Report of Votes A and 1, Army Votes, 
must be confined to what was in Votes 
Aand 1. But as in the present instance 
there was evidently an arrangement come 
to between both sides under a misunder- 
standing, either as to the rule or as to 
what was said by one side or the other, 
he should not deem it necessary to inter- 
fere with the general dis ussion proceed- 
ing on the same lines as in Committee. 


*Me. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
that he wished to take that opportunity 
of stating that, whatever criticisms he 
might indulge in, they were not directed 
azunst the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War personally, but had 
reference to his policy. They were in- 
d-bted to the Prime Minister for having 
a'lowed the understanding to be curried 
out in regard to a general debate, and he 
wished to make it perfectly clear to hon. 
Members around him, at any rate, that 
he was not attacking the Government as 
a Whole, he was only attacking a par- 
tic lar departure and a particular policy 
which he thought was to the detriment 
of the country and of the Army. The 
hon. Member for East Edinburgh had 
a-ked his right hon, friend certain definite 
(Juestions, and had requested him to 
s‘ate once and for all what was his policy 
inregard to the Volunteer force. He 
entirely endorsed that request, because 
he felt that a great deal of harm was 
being done to the Volunteer force and 
therefore to the country by the state ot 
urcertainty in which the right hon. 
Ge itleman was leaving that force. He 
had served in the Volunteer force, and at 
the present time he was in the Militia 
force, and he thought he was entitled 
to join with the hon. Member opposite 
in begging the right hon. Gentleman to 
put an end to a state ef uncertainty 
which was doing much harm to both 
forces. He said emphatiaJly that the 
attitude of the r ght hon. Gentleman in not 
definitely stating what he proposed to do 
was an attitude which wes not justified, 
and they had a right to demand that he 
should tell the House and the courtry 
what his proposals were. 
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What was the position taken up by the 
right hon. Gentleman? Last year he 
came to the House with certain very 
definite proposals which partook of the 
character of abolishing the Militia. The 
right hon. Gentleman, no doubt, said 
he did not propose to abolish the 
Militia, but he did propose to abolish 
half the battalions and to so alter the 
remaining half that they would no longer 
be Militia. They might retain some con- 
tinuity of service, but they would be a 
sort of bastard part of the Line. Since 
then he had told them that he had 
dropped these proposals, that they were 
not before the House, and that they were 
not before the country. Yet, when they 
asked him what was before the House 
and before the country, he never spoke 
about his real policy, but he invariably 
talked about his scheme of last year. 
Only the other day his hon. friend the 
Member for Portsmouth put a certain 
Question to the right hon. Gentleman, 
and he answered it by vindicating at 
great length what would be the condition 
of the Militia unit to which his hon. 
friend belonged, not under his present 
proposals, but under his abandoned pro- 
posals. On every single occasion he still 
spoke as if those proposals were before 
the House and the country, and he (the 
speaker) wanted now to ask him, once 
and for all, to give them in black and 
white a statement as to whether he was 
going to abolish the Militia or not. It 
was time they knew that. If he were 
not going to do it directly—and they 
were told that there was an Imperial 
sentiment in the country which would 
not permit of its being done—there was 
a danger that he would do it indirectly. 
‘There were other ways of doing it besides 
the direct way, and he could assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that he was accom- 
plishing that end pretty well as it was. 
He could not get officers, and he could 
not get men to join the force, and he 
would not be able to do so so long as the 
Sword of Damocles was hanging over its 
head. When he told them that the force 
was under-officered, and that they could 
not get the righ' men to join, the proper 
reply to that was that the right hon. 
Gentleman himself was largely the cause 
of that state of affairs. He was going 
indirectly the right way to work to 
abolish the Militia force. 
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The right hon.Gentleman told them that 
in five or six months, or perhaps, in eight or 
nine months, he was going to start the 
home territorial battalions for a short- 
service Army. Now, was he going to 
start those home battalions in regi- 
mental districts in direct competi- 
tion with existing Militia units? If so, 
he ventured to say that indirectly 
again the right hon. Gentleman was 
using a very strong weapon against 
the Militia force, a weapon which must 
eventually destroy it. Those who were 
in that force believed that they did some 
useful service to the country by taking 
some part in the defence of these shores, 
and he did think that they had some 
claim to obtain from the right hon. 
Gentleman something more than mere 
equivocation as to what his real inten- 
tions were. The Militia officers would 
like to know whether he was going 
to treat them as he and his pre- 
decessors successfully treated the Im- 
ptial Yeomanry, namely, improving 
them so as to make them a really 
valuable force. 
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He was sure his right hon. friend 
would believe him when he said he 
was making no personal attack upon 
him, but he objected to his whole 
scheme of Army reform so far as it re- 
lated to the Auxiliary Forces, and he ob- 
jected also to the attitude which the 
right hon. Gentleman constantly adopted 
towards those forces. The right hon. 
Gentleman was entirely on the wrong 
tack with regard to the Auxiliary Forces. 
He seemed to think that these forces 
should be made as like the Line as 
possible. As the country had not got 
conscription, and he was dispcsed to 
think would never get it [Opposition 
cheers], the course which ought to he 
adopted was to avail to the fullest extent 
of the national spirit and desire to 
serve in the Auxiliary Forces. Every 
man physically fit wi.o presented him- 
self for the Volunteers, the Yeomanry, 
or the Militia should be taken and 
the best made of him, and those forces 
should be used as schools for training 
the potential soldier for service abroad. 
The whole lesson taught them by the 
South African War was that the Auxiliary 
enly partly trained, but who had learned 
the elements of soldiering, had acquired 
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some discipline, and knew how to use 
the rifle, very soon developed into a 
trained soldier. When, therefore, jn 
times of peace the men came ferw: rd 
in order to acquire training, they ought 
to avail themselves of their services, 
and it would be all the better for the 
country when it was ina condit on cf 
warfare, and when it was necessary to 
send large forces abroad. He thc uzht 
that the attitude which the right hon. 
Gentleman t:ok up towards the Auxili- 
ary Forces was a most unfortunate one. 
He wes constantly telling the House 
that the Militia was not as good as the 
Line. Of course, they all knew that. 
He told them, too, thait they could not 
put troops into the field agains! a 
Regular Army with such training only as 
Militiamen obtained. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: TI did not 
sav so. I quoted the authority of 
military experts. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: Did 
not the right hon. Gentleman father the 
statement ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: T adop‘ed 
it. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: What is the differ- 
ence 2 


*Mr.GRIFFITH BOSCA WEN said if the 
right hon, Gentleman did not father it he 
had adopted it, and adoption had generally 
been considered as very much the same 
thing as fathering. However, thev 
might take it that the right hon. Gent! - 
man agreed with the statement, and he 
did not suppose that any of his military 
advisers or anybody else thought the 
should send Militia into the firing line 
directly war broke out. Surely, what they 
would do would be to call them out, give 
them several months train'ng, and the. 
they would be in a proper condition to do 
credit to themselves and to their country. 
He was told that it took the Japanese 
two or three months to make a soldier. 
Might it not be thought that a thoroughly 
trained Volunteer, Militiaman, or Yeoman, 
in two or three months would make a 
soldier ? Of course he would. He would 
make a soldier much more quickly, 
because he had had a partial training in the 
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Auxiliary Forces, than if he were a raw 
lad from the plough who had never done 
any sort of military work. The right 
hon. Gentleman had instituted what was 
a most extraordinary comparison between 
the Militia and the Line. He said that in 
the case of the Line, if they left behind 
the immature lads, those lads would grow 
up to be old enough and strong enough 
to be sent abroad. Did not Militiamen 
grow up? Were they the only people 
who never got any older ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to say that lads joined the Militia 
a year younger. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: You are breaking 


your own rules. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
he fancied the War Office were breaking 
their own rules, but, after all, granting 
that they were taken a year younger, 
young men of sixteen or seventeen grew 
up by degrees, and as they were not to be 
in the front line, and not even in the first 
Reserve, if the war was to be a long one, 
and if they were going to fill up the was- 
tage year after year, the growing Militia- 
man would become in time as useful a 
soldier as the Linesman. The Secretary 
of State had stated that they had to leave 
behind the 30 or 40 per cent. of Volun- 
teers who were medically unfit or, from 
other reasons, inefficient. It was strange 
that if the percentage was so high 
51,000 Militiamen served in South Africa. 
He believed they served with considerable 
credit. At any rate, they did not discredit 
themselves more than any other branch 
of the service. Did they prove them- 
selves any more unfit than the other forces 
in the field, or was any complaint made 
that they were unfit to go through the 
toils of the campaign? The hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn said they surrendered. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg pardon, I said nothing of the 
sort. I suggested that in addition to 
the Questions the hon. Gentleman was 
putting, he should ask whether they 
surrendered. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
they would not go into that. He did not 
think the percentage of the Militia who 
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surrendered was higher than that of 
other branches. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said that they were not old 
enough to go to India. He did not know 
that it was proposed under the right hon. 
Gentleman’s scheme that they should 
be sent to India. What he [said was 
that for the purpose of the war in South 
Africa and other wars in which we 
might be engaged, the Militiamen would 
prove themselves to be as fit for the 
hardships of a campaign as the men of 
any other branch of the service. He 
did not wish to say anything disparaging 
of any branch of the service, but he did 
not believe that the Auxiliary Forces 
were worse in those respects to which 
reference had been made than the Line 
regiments. The remarks of the right 
hon. Gentleman applied as much to 
the Regular Army as to the Militia and 
the Volunteers. 
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wanted to know what 
the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to do. Was he still going to try 
to destroy the Militia force, and, if not, 
what were his proposals? The right 
hon. Gentleman had a truly wonder- 
ful scheme considering the views he held 
in regard to the Militia. It was proposed 
that they should be enlisted for com- 
pulsory foreign service. If they were 
so unfit as the right hon. Gentleman 
would have the House to believe, why 
were they now asked to serve com- 
pulsorily abroad? The right hon, 
Gentlema:’s plan was first to prove that 
they were unfit to serve abroad and then 
to say that they must. He would tell 
the right hon. Gentleman what were 
the views of most Militia officers of the 
proposal. They had proved their willing- 
ness to serve abroad. As to making 
foreign service compulsory, they should 
not object if at the same time reasonable 
proposals were made for improving the 
force and making it really efficient. 
But so long as they were to be treated 
as mere impediments in the way of 
rational Army reform, he did not see why 
they should undertake the additional 
obligation while nothing was to be done 
to put them in a state of efficiency. 


The House 


There was a_ great deal that 
could be done. The Secretary of State 
had complained that the critics of his 
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proposals made no suggestions of a con- 
structive character which he might 
use for the purpose of improving the 
force. He would, therefore, make one or 
two proposals, In the first place he 
would say reduce the establishment 
where the establishment was too large— 
reduce the number of battalions and make 
the number more or less commensurate 
with the number of recruits they got. 
Instead of having 120 battalions as now, 
he would be content with sixty strong 
and efficient battalions divided over 
various parts of the Kingdom. In the 
second place, he would lengthen the 
training, though he did not think that 
could be done very much, considering 
the voluntary character of the service. 
He thought the recruit service could be 
largely lengthened. It would be an 
immense improvement to lengthen the 
oidinary training to six weeks and the 
men’s training to six months. One training 
out of every three should be devoted 
entirely to musketry, Under the present 
arrangements there was not time to 
attend properly to musketry and also 
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to field training. In the — third 
place they wanted more permanent 


staff. They were supposed to have two 
staff sergeants toacompany. There might 
be companies which had them but 
they did not as a rule have them in his 
battalion. That was not the fault of 
the Militia but of the War Office, who 
did not give the staff they were sup- 
posed to give. He thought something 
ought to be done in regard to non-com- 
missioned officers, who were a weak spot 
in the force. Inducements should be 
given to enable them to go to schools 
of instruction to learn their work. The 
great complaint the right hon. Gentle- 
man made was that they were merely 
getting recruits for the Line, and that 
very few recruits remained with the 
Militia. That was a strange complaint, 
even from the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own point of view. What was to become 
of the recruiting of the Line but for the 
Militia? He could tell the right hon. 
Gentleman the reason why the recruits 
went on to the Line. It was because 
they were trained at the Line depots 
The adjutant of the Militia was also the 
adjutant of the Line, and it was his 
object to induce those whom he trained 
to go into the Line. The adjutants 
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were one month with the Militia and 
eleven months with the Line, and while, 
as he knew, some were absolutely loyal 
to the Militia. the fact remained that the 
greater part of their duty was to look 
after the Line. 


Lastly, he said, without wishing to 
hurt the right hon. Gentleman, that 
he should adopt a slightly more 
courteous attitude. He did not be- 
lieve the right hon. Gentleman in- 
tended to be discourteous, but it would 
be well if he did not invariably give the 
opinion that he wished the Militia were 
at the bottom of the deep blue sea. 
He felt deeply in regard to the way the 
Militia had been treated. If they des- 
troyed that force—and they ran the 
risk of doing it—they would destroy an 
instrument which had been of great 
value in the past and might be of even 
greater service in the future. 


CotoneL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said that people who criticised the 
proposals of the Secretary of State did 
not always keep in view the difference 
between the Regular Army and_ the 
Auxiliary Forces in relation to their 
liability for foreign service. He had 
read the Report of the Commission on the 
South African War and the evidence on 
which the Report was founded, and he 
felt, as an old soldier, that the Army had, 
toacertain extent, been made the scape- 
goat of faults that belonged to the Civil 
Service system of government in this 
country, and the relationship of the Army 
to that system. He found from the 
Report that the preparations for the war 
were delayed for political reasons. The 
effect of that was that the Boers invaded 
Natal six days before the Reservists 
for the infantry battalions had to meet 
at home—6,000 miles away. The Army 
had to be sent out to?South Africa in 
fragments, the ships for the infantry 
were! ready first, and no complete 
body} was formed abroad as_ should 
have been done had time permitted. 
The* late? Lord Salisbury accurately 
described*'the situation when he said 
that our¥ system of government was 
not adapted for the making of war. 
That might be said of any system of 
government which was well adapted 
for domestic legislation. They could 
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could modify it. 


He thought very great credit was 
due to the Government for form- 
ing the Defence Committee. In that 
way he believed our civil system could 
be modified with regard to questions 
relating to war. After war was declared 
in South Africa the mobilisation worked 
admirably. The rapidity with which 
the divisions were sent one after another 
to the Cape prevented insurrection and 
saved the situation until, eventually, Lord 
Roberts was enabled to roll back the 
tide of war, and, by the aid of the patriot- 
ism of this country and the Colonies, it 
was possible to bring the campaign 
to a successful conclusion. The Army 
was organised to send out 70,000 
or 80,000 men at that time, there 
was no reason for thinking that it 
could not have sent out this force 
properly staffed and equal in efficiency toa 
similar force of one of the great Powers. 
But there were sent out more than three 
times that number. There was a break- 
ing point to iron, and he thought it did 
not at all follow that our Army was so 
bad as the country as a whole seemed 
to think. 


What were the lessons of the 
war? The first was the necessity of 
having a force which could be sent out 
at once, as a force was sent to Canada 
in 1860. That force we had not in the 
South African War. The next was the 
necessity for strong Reserves. Those we 
had during the South African War, and 
owing to the rapidity with which division 
followed division to the Cape we suc- 
ceeded in preventing insurrection there. 
Those strong Reserves were due to the 
Cardwell system as amended, the last 
amendment having been made when 
Mr. Smith was at the War Office. That 
system had been thoroughly tried, and, 
with improvements which could be made 
he thought it suited exactly the needs 
of this country. If a force of infantry 
was maintained at home equal to the 
force abroad, the battalions at home 
formed a “setting” for training the 
Auxiliary Forces, and the quality of the 
Army would be maintained. A consider- 
able force must be maintained in this 
country if non-commissioned officers were 
to oe found for the Auxiliary Forces. 


{6 Aprit 1905} 
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The idea in many minds seemed to be 
to dispense with a large proportion of 
that equal force of Regular infantry 
abroad and at home, and to rely upon the 
blue-water theory. It had always been 
considered that a force could not ba 
landed if opposed, but it was difficult 
to be sure that the naval opposing force 
would be there. Even in regard to 
such a matter as the defence of the 
Thames Lord Nelson gave the following 
order— 
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‘** Stationary floating batteries are not from 
any apparent advantage to be moved, for the 
tide may. prevent their resuming the very im- 
portant stations assigned to them.” 


Captain Mahan’s comment on that 
order was that— 


“Nelson was evidently alive to that advan- 
tage in permanent works which puts it out of 
the power of panic to stampede them.” 


In the present day, with torpedo boats 
and destroyers, submarines and so on, 
there was greater opportunity for 
defending the coast, but marine de- 
fence might be sent or decoyed away. 
The danger was not so much the landing 
of a great force with the idea of taking 
London, as an attack upon one of our 
great naval ports from the land side. 
Wellington stated the case very clearly 
when he wrote to Sir Robert Peel— 


“[ put the hypothetical case of the enemy 
landing 25,000 men near one of our great naval 
arsenals, attacking, succeeding in taking, and 
destroving the arsenal. This hypothesis is not 
the representation of an impossibility, or even 
extravagant, considering what I have seen done 
myself, having at the time superior armies in 
the field opposed to me. In this case you would 
not have a man. . . . If a body of troops were 
landed in the neighbourhood of one of our places 
of a sufficient force to invest the place, say 
25,000, then I defy all the Fleets of England to 
save it without the assistance of an Army in 
the field. I entreat you to weigh all this well. 


He would like to know what were the 
views on that danger of Admiral Richards, 
who was the First Naval Lord at a critical 
time, and of whom Lord Goschen had the 
highest opinion. 


Then, what improvements were neces- 
sary inthe Army? The first was that 
by improved pay which had been given 
the Secretary of State should be enabled 
to get recruits of eighteen years of age, 
or its equivalent, of fair standard. Five 
low to 
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get the men in time of peace. The 
second improvement was that every 
drilled soldier whom his commanding 
officer wished to take, and his medical 
officer permitted to proceed, should go on 
service, and the third was that Reservists 
away from their regiments for more than 
two years should be called up for a very 
short time. With regard to the state- 
ment of the Secretary of State he gave 

the right hon. Gentleman credit for 
having turned a deaf ear to the idea of 
separating the Auxiliary Forces from the 
Army. In time of stress the Militiamen, 
the Volunteers, and the infantry soldiers 
were simply soldiers of their King and 
country. The Army must be one and 
indivisible. But he differed very 
strongly from the right hon. Gentleman 
with regard to the infantry. The Secre- 
tary of State evidently saw the necessity 
of a striking force and of strong Reserves, 
but the proposed method would, in his 
opinion, sap the quality of the British 
infantry. The home service of the 
foreign Army would not be enough. If 
the Army was left abroad too much 
officers and men would deteriorate. The 
proposed home battalions would, he 
thought, be very feebly organised. 
Unless the recruits were taken at eighteen 
they would probably be lost altogether. 
He was glad, therefore, that the necessity 
of finding the Indian drafts had obliged 
the right hon. Gentleman to postpone 
these proposals. It had always struck 
him that if a certain number of Volunteer 
officers and men engaged to join a pro- 
visional Volunteer battalion of a brigade 
or district for war service it would give 
the Volunteers a much better chance 
of working to advantage and of being 
useful to the country, and he strongly 
recommended Volunteers to consider that 
suggestion. 


With regard to the Militia, a small 
force of territorial Militia must be kept, 
as a large number of men enlisted in 
the Militia and then went into the Line 
who would not enlist in the Line straight 
away. He was inclined to think that the 
recent rules laid down with regard to 


localising records was a mistake, and that ' 
it would lead to considerably more_ 


correspondence than the present system, 
With regard to economy, he thought 


a large portion of the cost of the Army | 
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ought to be shared by the Navy, and as 
the Secretary of State had served at the 
Admiralty he might very well consider 
| whether the Army was really so expensive 
as was generally supposed. He was 
strongly of opinion that the improved 
Cardwell system should be maintained, 
and that there should be grafted on to it 
the proposal for two years service at 
home and Reserve service which would, 
he thought, succeed. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said the greater part of the discussion on 
Votes A and 1 had been devoted to the 
Militia and Volunteers, but he desired 
to speak on the question of the Yeomanry, 
in which he had served for about forty 
years. The Secretary of State claimed 
to have effected a considerable improve- 
ment in that force by a reduction of its 
numbers-— 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: By a re- 
duction in its establishment, not in its 
numbers. The numbers of the Yeo- 
manry have been increased. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (continuing) said 
the right hon. Gentleman had failed to 
point out that the reduction followed 
very closely upon the considerable in- 
crease of establishment made in the first 
flush of the enthusiasm for mounted forces 
in connection with the Boer War, which, 
with the judicious increase of pay, chiefly 
in the form of a £5 grant to every man 
who brought a good horse, led to such a 
sudden and gratifymg increase in the 
numbers of the force. What were the 
chief lessons of the Boer War? The 
first was the extreme usefulness—in fact, 
the necessity—of having a large propor- 
tion of mounted men. He believed there 
had never been a war before in which one 
army had to meet another consisting 
entirely of mounted men, and the ex- 
perience of that campaign showed how 
extremely difficult it was to defeat such 
a force. The second lesson was that 
intelligence, coupled with bravery, know- 
ledge of local conditions, celerity of move- 
ment, and ability to seize upon important 
positions, were worth more than all the 
Red-books and red-tape of the War Office 
put together. There ought to be a large 
imcrease in mounted troops in order to 
supply a proportion for the Regular 
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Forces of cavalry on foreign service. 
That was the great desideratum to be 
aimed at. 


His own experience was that the 
increase of the establishment up to 501 
rank and file was an absolute success. In 
his county they recruited easily and 
speedily up to the full quota. If it was 
urged that there was only comparatively 
a small proportion of Yeomanry to the 
Volunteers in South Africa he would reply 
that that was only natural, because the 
Yeomanry up to that time was a terri- 
torial, if not a feudal, force, composed 
largely of farmers, and in many cases of 
middle-aged men who were the last men 
t» volunteer for foreign service. But now | 
that was all changed, and they got a) 
much better, younger, and active class of | 
man, and they were the very class who 
came forward in such gratifying numbers | 
and formed a splendid force, which was one 
of the best that ever left the shores of this 
country. He thought it was a great pity 
that they had been cut down from 501 | 
to 401. The last Return showed a very | 
slight increase upon the whole number, 
namely, 27,000, but in his own regiment 
they were still ninety-nine over strength. 
The question was, were they a cheap and 
valuable force and worth keeping up 4 
Their total cost was about £16 per 
head, and a mere increase in the rank 
and file would not increase — the | 
total in proportion, because the same | 
staff and head office expenses would 
prevail. He felt sure that the country 
would never turn itself into a blue-water | 
school, and the people would never | 
consent to see this country denuded 
of its troops and would never trust 
itself entirely to the Navy. He could | 
not accept the view that in the event of | 
any disaster to the Navy, and our | 
hores being left undefended, England’s | 
liberty and fortunes would be gone. | 
That assumption was unworthy of the | 
great heritage to which they had suc- 
ceeded, and a most unworthy sentiment | 
to come from the lips of any Englishman. 





| 


*Masor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said he wished to- 
make a few remarks in reply to the) 
speech made by the hon. Member for 
Tunbridge. In his somewhat un- 
necessarily acrimonious attack upon the | 
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Secretary of State for War, he made 
one statement in which he said that the 
right hon. Gentleman was responsible 
for the present unsatisfactory state of 
the Militia, 
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Mayor SEELY: Hear, hear! 
*Masor EVANS GORDON said that 
whatever view hon, Gentlemen opposite 
might hold about the proposals before 
the Committee he did not think a state- 
ment of that kind could possibly be 
justified. ‘The present Secretary of State 
for War came into office not very long 
ago, and he found the Militia in the 
condition described by the Royal Com- 
mission. Absolute unanimity of evidence 
upon that Commission showed the Militia 


ito be in a disgraceful state, and it was 


reported that they had been steadily 
dwindling away. It was also stated 
that this was due te the want of officers 
and to the constant drain upon the 
Militia by its best men passing into the 
Line. All those things had existed long 


| before the present Secretary of State 
|for War had anything 


to do with the 
Militia. ‘The right hon. Gentleman had 
pointed out the true facts, and to hold 
him responsible for the condition of 


things which, according to the Report of 


the Royal Commission, had existed for 
over twenty years, seemed to be most 
unfair and most unjust. 


Masor SEELY : The right hon. Gentle- 
main has made it worse. 


Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
what he had stated was that the Secre- 
tary of State had not made things any 
better. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON repeated 
that what the hon. Member for Tunbridge 
stated was that the evils of the Militia 
were largely due to the action of the 
right hon, Gentleman, [Cries of “ Hear, 
hear!”] That statement was utterly 
unjustifiable. Lord Wolseley had said 
that for the last twenty years the Militia 


‘had been used as a sort of nursery for 


the Line and had taken away its best men. 
How could the right hon. Gentleman 
be responsible for that? It was really 
most unfair to fasten these things upon 
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the right hon. Gentleman. After the 
hon. Member for Tunbridge had com- 
pleted his attacks, much to his joy and 
certainly to his astonishment, he sug- 
gested certain definite reforms. One of 
them was that the Militia should be 
turned into a substantive self-contained 


Army 


force, and should not be a mere nursery | 
for the Line, But that was one of the pro- | 
posals which the Secretary of State for | 
Then | 
his hon, friend went on to say that there | 


War had constantly been making. 


were too many battalions of Militia and 
that they were badly distributed. Again 
this was the very thing that his right hon. 
friend had pointed out over and over 
again, for he had stated that in order to 
improve the Militia they must reduce the 
redundant, battalions, concentrate them, 
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have a really efficient Militia force on 
the lines suggested by the hon. Member 
for Tunbridge and an efficient Volunteer 
| force as well, and they would be able 
to supply both those forces with all 
| those requirements which were absolutely 
i essential, and which would enable thein 
to becom: efficient fighting units of 
the Army. He had been amazed to hear 
the bias introduced into the criticisms 
which had been levelled against the pro- 
posals made by the right hon. Gentlemay 
whose scheme seemed to him common 
sense, and was perfectly clear to anyone 
who really wished to understand it. For 
his part he was glad to have the oppor- 
| tunity of standing up and giving the right 
hon. Gentleman in his most difficult task 
all the support he could possibly give. 


aud with the money so saved improve | 


the force and make it a really efficient 
fighting unit of the British Army. The 
Secretary of State had used the same 


arguments and the same scheme with | 


regard to the Volunteers. 


Hon. Members on both sides of the 
House had said that they were unable 


to understand what the Secretary of | 


State proposed to do with regard to the 
Volunteers. 
that they should make such an admission 
with regard to the weakness of their 
own powers of comprehension. 


but unwillingness to understand any- 
thing that the right hon. Gentleman 
said which had led them to make that 
statement. Nothing could be more ab- 
solutely clear than the statement which 
the Secretary of State for War made 
yesterday with regard to the Volunteers. 
He could not conceive why hon. Members 
were so unwilling to face the facts 
borne witness to by almost every 
witness who came before the different 


Commissions, namely, that there were | 


in the Volunteers and in the Militia 


numbers of men whom no amount of | 
taining would turn into efficient soldiers. | 


What in the name of fortune was the use 
of maintaining and paying for such men 
as that? [Cries of “‘ Agreed.’”’] He re- 
joiced to think that they were agreed. 
Let them reduce those redundant num- 
bers and pay only for the men who were 
likely to become fit to bear arms in time 
ot war. Hi that was done they would 


Major Evans Gordon, 


He was rather surprised | 


In his | 


opinion it was not so much incapacity | 


*Sir A. HAYTER (Walsall) said he 
| wished to say a few words upon the 
financial aspect of this question. In the 
course of this long, interesting. and instrue- 
tivedebate they had hardly had a word said 
about the great increase in the Estimates. 
| The increase in Vote 1 alone amounted to 
| £500,000, and there was upon the whole 
Estimates an increase of £983,000. But 
/even that did not exhaust the subject, 
because this year they had for the last 
time large windfalls to the War Office 
at the conclusion of the war. The result 
of the right hon. Gentlemen’s arrange- 
ments were that this increase of £983,000 
brought the Army expenditure up to 
£29,813,000. If they added to that total 
the £33,389,000 for the Navy the sum 
total expenditure for the fighting force: 
of this country came to £63,202,00). 
If there was one thing more than another 
upon which the country had made up its 
mind it was in relation to this great 
growth in the expenditure upon the Army. 
Both in the House of Commons and in 
the constituencies they had enlarged 
upon that theme, and they would be 
doing a great injustice to their opinions 
if they did not now enter their protest 
against increasing Army expenditure 


| by voting for this reduction. They 
| had some very important allies in 


this matter, for Lord DLansdowne had 
stated in the other House that our 
naval and military expenditure had 
become a serious menace to the financial 
stability of this country, and that the 
Government had to consider how to 
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arrest the progress of that colossal ex- 
penditure. His Lordship further stated 
that the Government should if possible 
avoid any increase in the Army Esti- 
mates. Now the Secretary of State for 
War was proposing an increase in the 
Army Estimates of £983,000. Not very 
long ago the Secretary for War himself 
stated that they must have a reduction of 
expenditure on the Army and they must 
have greater efficiency, and that there 
was no way of arriving at this except 
by cutting down the number of men. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
say— 

“My ambition is to lay the foundation of a 
scheme which will enable my successors to effect 
progressive economies in Army expenditure.” 


No doubt that was the right hon. 
Gentleman’s ambition, but that ambi- 
tion could not be gratified, because 
next year a large sum would have 
to be expended on the tearmament 
of the Horse and Field Artillery. 
This vear only fifty-four batteries had 
to be provided, but next year seventy- 
six would have to be provided for. 
Then there was a large expenditure to 
be provided for the cadets at Sandhurst, 
and the Committee must remember there 
would not then be these windfalls that 
might have been utilised to meet the ex- 
penditure this year. The Committee 
would remember that the charge on the 
Estimates for the rearmament of the 
horse and field batteries was £1,133,000, 
and he thought he could show without 
adding these windfalls other sums that 
would very nearly provide for that arma- 
ment. In the first place there was the 
excess of the Clothing Vote left over from 
the war, £344,000, then the comp’etion 
of the Mowatt programme for reserves 
of guns, £400,000, and the surplus from 
small arms, the armaments unex- 
pended in South Africa, £217,000. Those 
amounts totalled to £961,000. The usual 
plan of manceuvres appeared to have 
been abandoned, and the saving attri- 
butable to that was represented by 
£21,000 for hired transport and £56,000 
in respect of “ Railway and and dam- 
age to property.” There had also 
been a decrease of £60,000 on sea 
transport and £65,000 on remounts. 
[f these amounts were added to the 
£961,000 the total came to £1,145,000. 
Therefore the rearmament of the horse 
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and field batteries could have been 
provided for without additional expense, 
and there would still be £10,000 to the 
good. These exceptional windfalls, he 
maintained, should be set against ex- 
ceptional expenditure, but they had all 
been used up to meet the steady growth 
of normal Votes which would recur next 
year when, there being no windfalls, the 
Kstimates must go up. 

Another thing which he much regretted 
was that after all the promises of economy 
they had from the Esher Committee and 
the adoption of the proposals of that Com- 
mittee by the right hon. Gentleman, 
there was to be an increase of £47,000 
in the expenditure of the War Office 
itself. That ought to be taken a note 
of, because in Part III the Esher Com- 
mittee said— 

“We are convinced that efficiency and 
economy are unattainable until the War Office 
has been completely reconstituted in accord- 
ance with the principles we have laid down.” 

There were doubts as to whether the War 
Office had been made efficient, but there 
could be no doubt as tothe economy. We 
were paying £50,000 more in salaries 
at the War Office than before. The 
Report continued— 

“We are convinced that, in spite of a neces- 
sary and most desirable increase in the cost 
the branch under the Chief of the General 
Staff, our proposals will lead to a reduction 
of expenditure in the administration of the 
Army.” 


The right hon, Gentleman had said 
we ought to get rid of everything re- 
dundant. Would he consider the reduc- 
tion of the Guards, the numbers of which 
were a few years ago raised from 5,800 
to 8,200 in order that they might take 
part in the duty at the Mediterranean 
garrisons. That was not found, however, 
to be popular with the Guards and the 
duty was abandoned. When the duty 
was abandoned, the numbers should have 
been reduced, because they had no duties 
to perform other than those they had 
before, and they were precisely the kind 
of force upon which, without lessening in 
any respect the efficiency of the army, 
the Secretary of State could exercise 
a wise economy; they had a three 
years service and a very powerful Reserve 
and could go out to war 1,000 strong 
without difficulty. Indeed they did so 
when calied upon at the time of the 
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Crimea, whilst from their perfect drill 
they required less stiffening. They 
found no drafts for India and no colonial 
garrisons. Recruiting had gone on better 
for the simple reason that they were the 
only short-service men inthe Army, but 
the Inspector-General’s Report said— 

“The recruiting for the Foot Guards, while 
showing a slight increase, has been unsatis- 
factory, as the recruits obtained have not been 
sufficient to bring the several regiments up to 
their proper, establishments.” 

By such a reduction the expenditure 
would be reduced by £150,000. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): At the expense of 
the most efficient branch of the service. 


*Sir A. HAYTER said that would 
not be so. He proposed to reduce the 
men in the ranks and increase the Reserve. 
It appeared to him that it was a gross 
injustice that India should be called upon 
to pay every shilling of the expense of the 
enormous garrison in that country when 
Egypt was not called upon to do the same. 
The garrison in Egypt cost £500,000, of 
which Egypt paid £87,000. According to 
the Estimates that amount had now been 
increased to £100,000, which left on the 
Estimates an expenditure of £500,000 
after the late reduction of garrison. 
Why should Egypt pay only one-third. 
It was a flourishing country with a sur- 
plus of revenue last year of £750,000 
which had increased thisyear to £1,000,000, 
and it was a great injustice to the native 
subjects of India to make them pay the 
whole cost whilst Egypt was let off with 
£100,000. If she paid for her garrison 
we should save £200,000. Then there 
was a saving of £30,000 on the Yeomanry, 
and the contribution from Local Govern- 
ments for the garrisons at Halifax and 
Esquimalt by which the Estimates bene- 
fired to the amount of £170,000. Those 
amounts were together £500,000 which, 
added to the £1,143,000, made £1,643,000 
of exceptional windfalls. 


One word about organisation. The 
Secretary of State boasted that the long- 
service system had produced 11,000 
recruits in the last few months, but 
very exceptional causes contributed 
to that result. The whole result 
was attributable to the fact that the 
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recruits had no option but to join the 
infantry, other arms, owing to their sur- 
plus, being closed, and to the fact that 
industrial difficulty was military oppor- 
tunity. No one who had seen the crowds 
of men who were out of work with nothing 
between them and starvation would be 
surprised that many of those men should 
have enlisted. But it was difficult to 
believe that men would continue to give 
their services to the country from the 
age of nineteen to the age of twenty- 
eight, and then come back with only 
three years in the Reserve. He regretted 
that with the cavalry the right hon. 
Gentleman should have reverted to the 
old depot system instead of sending 
recruits at once to their regiments. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was under- 
stood to say it was not the old system, 
but one of a totally different character. 


*Str A. HAYTER said, of course, he 
could not know what the future arrange- 
ments as to the depots were to be- 
but he could not see the use of setting up 
these depots if the men were to be sent 
away at the end of three months. The 
home Army was to be provided by men 
of two years service. Out of the 500 men 
who were to form the battalion they 
would have to deduct barrack guard 
picket, sick and fatigue men, servants 
and cooks, and he thought any one who 
had commanded a battalion would think 
himself very fortunate if he got 400 men 
on parade. He said that two years ser- 
vice was too short a time to make a man 
perfect in his drill, and he did not think 
the Government ought to allow such a 
short term. In conclusion, he wished te 
urge that the House should not settle 
the strength of the Army of this country 
upon the basis of any apprehension they 
might have in regard to Russia and 
Afghanistan. Russia had been put back 
twenty years by this war, and any 
country which had lost £250,000,000 
and lives which were counted by the 
thousand and thousand would be crippled 
for many years to come. They should, 
therefore, settle the strength of the Army 
on the basis of the needs of the country 
and not embark upon an enormous ex- 
penditure through any apprehensions ol 
a Russian chimera. 
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*GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and | 
Haversfordwest) said he had been one 
of the keenest supporters of the Secretary 
for War in his advocacy of the reorganisa- 
tion of the Army. He had worn the 
King’s uniform for fifty-five years and 
had always had a great interest in the 
Army, which he still retained and, like 
many others, he hoped the Secretary 
of State for War had been misunder- 
stood when he was said to have de- 
nounced the old officers of the Army 
as being the men who were his greatest 
enemies in regard to Army organisation. 
He did not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man could have meant it, because officers 
looked upon him as their truest and 
warmest friend and had given him every 
assistance in the past in their desire to 
improve the Army, and they could not 
believe that he would now denounce 


them, [Laughter and cries of “ He 
did.”| Well, he hoped and tried to 
believe that he was misunderstood. 





There had been very little said in 
this debate about the Regular Army. | 
He had always understood that there 
were three classes which could be | 
drawn vpon to furnish our military | 
forees—those who could become pro- | 
fessional soldiers ; those who could give | 
a portion of their time consecutively— | 
the Militia ; and those who could give an 
afternoon each week—the Volunteers. 
What they were trying to do now, how- 
ever, was to make the Volunteer into a | 
poor Militiaman and the Militiaman into 
a poor Regular soldier. 


What was the position of the Regular 
Army at this moment? Were they 
dealing with linked battalions or not, 
and how were drafts to be furnished ? 
The Secretary for War had told them 
that battalions from which drafts were 
taken year after year were nothing but 
“ squeezed lemons.’” Now 2C0 men were | 
to be taken off their strength and they | 
would be more squeezed than ever. The 
same number of drafts would have to be 
furnished, but there would be very few 
men left to form the nucleus of the 
battalion itself. It had been contended 
that we should be able to get back to the 
short-service system ina very few months. 
He failed to see it. From an Answer toa 
Question put the other day it appeared 
that the wastage of the Army from sick- 
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ness, discharges, etc., was 10,000 a year, 
and the Indian drafts were 15,400—a total 
of 35,000 long-service men wanted every 
That did not leave much margin 


Reserve. His impression, therefore, was 
that it would be not three or four months 
but as many years before they were 
likely to pass back to the shor -service 
system. He thought it was exceedingly 
undesirable to have such a number of 
terms of service prevailing in the same 
battalion. His experience of such a 
system at the time of the Crimean War 
with four different ternis of enlistment 
was that an officer never knew when 
the terms of service of his men 
were coming to an end. If there was 
to be a change could we not return 
to the condemned system of seven 
and five years. The two-yeas men 
joining the service at seventeen and 
leaving at nineteen would be hardly 
broken in to discipline, and if they had 
nine years in the Reserve he would be 
very sorry to take a battalion made 
up largely of such men into the 
field towards the end of that period 
after spending eight or nine years in 
civil life. Such men would not recognise 
the authority of the non-commissioned 


officers. As to the recruits, he had 
-ascertained that out of 1,000 boys 
enlisted for the Navy, 800 became 


“ A.B’s” and the total sum 
spent on making them efficient was £240 
per man. He was very curious to know 


| what the corresponding figures for the 
| Army were. 


He believed not nearly 
so many recruits for the Army became 
eflectives, and the cost he thought 
would be as great. He suggested that 
it would be better to take boys for the 
Army as we now took them for the 
Navy, and in the end we should save by 
it. 


Coming to the question of the 
shortage of officers, there was one diffi- 
culty that Army officers had to which 
the officers in the Navy were not subject. 
The naval officer when he went on board 
ship had an effective sailor given over 
to him who had passed through the 
training ship, but the Army officer got 
raw recruits and had to make effective 
soldiers out of them himself. That 
being so the Army officer ought to have 
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a greater opportunity of being with 
his men than he possessed. There was 
a rumour that a great number of resigna- 
tions of officers were in the hands of the 
War Office. There were many reasons 
io account for it, for officers did not 
get a fair chance. Formerly there was 
an appeal from the commanding officer to 
the Military Secretary, but now the officer 
was not allowed to go near the War Office 
at all, and consequently the commanding 
officer commanded the future of every 
man serving under him. There was no 
appeal whatever, and officers, therefore, 
complained that there was no en- 
couragement to remain in the service. 
Again, officers were called on to pass 
examination up to middle life, and if they 
failed were removed from the service too 
old to commence a new career and too 
young to drop active life and that 
discouraged men who might  other- 


wise choose the Army as a profession. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said that the 
other day the Secretary for War com- 
plained that there was no reality in the 
debate, but he was not concerned to pay 
too much attention to that phrase coming 
from a member of a Government 
which depreciated and deprecated public 
discussion. If there had been any un- 
reality it was due to the solitary position 
which the Secretary for War had occu- 
pied rather than to any lack of point 
in the criticism directed against his 
scheme. What hon. Members had been 
trving to discover was not so much the 
opinions of the right hon. Gentleman 
himself as the policy of the Government 
in regard to Army matters. So long as 
the whole thing was in a sort of mist or 
shadow-land—so long as they did not 
know how much had been sanctioned 
and how much had been rejected by the 
Government—it had been impossible to 
make this debate as useful as it would 
otherwise have been. The value of 
Parliamentary debates was not always 
sufficiently apparent at the time; it 
took some time for what was said to 
filtrate into the country, to be digested 
there, and to be returned in the form of 
public opinion. Strong attacks were 
made two years ago on the scheme of 
the present Secretary for India when 
he was at the War Office, and he daresay 
that it might have been felt then that 
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the debates were very inconclusive and 
that there was a certain amount of 
unreality about them. The Prime 
Minister, with his matchless dialectics, 
stood up and from his point of view 
destroyed all the observations which 
had been put before the Committee, but 
if they looked to-day at the position we 
now occupied in military matters as 
compared with the position we occupied 
then he did not think that they would 
find that we were in any better position, 
They had eliminated for all practical pur- 
poses the system of linked battalions ; 
short service had been abandoned 
for the purposes of the foreign Army 
and they had reached also some points 
of agreement in matters of general 
policy. All were agreed that we now 
enjoyed practical immunity from foreign 
invasion. Inasmuch as that was ad- 
mitted it was also generally admitted 
that we could do with a smaller foreign- 
service Army; that was to say, a smaller 
force on which the general every day duty 
fell. They also agreed that over and above 
the Regular Army for ordinary purposes 
we required something in the nature of 
an emergency Army upon which we could 
rely when face to face with some great 
emergency, such as being called upon 
to defend our Indian frontier, though 
it was admitted that the danger of an 
invasion of our Indian Empire had 
much diminished by events in the Far 
Kast. It was of great importance that 
agreement should be reached upon these 
points, because it was only by agreement 
on the principle underlying this policy 
that they would be able to make progress. 
Nothing would be accomplished so long 
as one Secretary of State proceeded to 
undermine the policy of his predecessor, 
because there would be a want of that 
aspiration and loyalty in the Department 
itself without which the fine phrases used 
in this House would never be converted 
into real reforms. 


It was admitted that economies 
could and .should be made, but the 
House was presented with Estimates 
larger by nearly a million than had 
ever been presented before. In_ spite 
of exceptional windfalls and advantages 
the Estimates had advanced vear after 
vear, and it was because of the contra- 
diction of the promises by the perform- 
ance, of the theory by the practice, that 
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there had been a general condemnation 
from all sides of the House of the scheme 
put forward by the right hon. Gentleman. 
It took two vears to destroy the scheme 
of the Secretary of State for India, but 
the scheme of his successor had been in 
existence for less than six months and it 
had been hissed off the stage, laughed 
out of Court. Its condemnation was not 
surprising. The Secretary of State pro- 
posed to continue two schemes which were 
mutually destructive each of the other, 
one of which he admitted was good, the 
other bad. He proposed to continue the 
Militia in its present state, but told the 
House that his proposal of a short-service 
Army was inconsistent with the reten- 
tion of the Militia in its present shape. 
How could the right hon. Gentleman 
hope to carry out his scheme when there 
were such fundamental differences. As 
to the Auxiliary Forces upon which we 
had to rely on occasions of great emer- 
gency, the House knew perfectly well the 
right hon. Gentleman considered the 
Militia, Yeomanry, and Volunteers were 
incapable of performing their functions 
in defence of this country. The right 
hon. Gentleman preferred a professional 
force to the Auxiliary Forces, but they 
thought it was possible to improve the 
Auxiliary Forces and give to them the 
strength they desired them to have. The 
right hon. Gentleman desired to sweep 
them away and replace them by short- 
service men. The right hon. Gentleman 
did not think they were even good enough 
to maintain lines of coramunication. 
But so far as India was concerned it was 
not so much maintaining lines of com- 
munication as keeping order and freeing 
the Regular Army for service in the field. 
The right hon. Gencleman did not think 
they-were very desirable, and appeared 
to hold the opinion that one pressed man 
was worth ten volunteers ; he desired to 
extend the Militia and turn it into a sort 
of second-class Regular Army, if he might 
so describe it. The right hon. Gentleman 
wished to create a short-service territorial 
Army, which would not occupy, in its 
own opinion or that of anyone else, the 
position of the long-service foreign Army. 
And that was the service he preferred to 
that which the Auxiliary Forces could 
furnish. That was the view of the War 
Minister in this House, and he did not 
think it was disrespectful of him to sav 
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that that was a view the House ought to 
accept with reserve. The War Minister 
was the advocate of the military view, 
and the very qualities which qualified 
him for the post he filled debarred him 
from taking a patriovic view of this 
question. He not only desired to have 
the best Army he could out of the 
materials at his disposal but also the 
biggest Army. But the House had to 
decide as to the main policy of the 
Minister, and he submitted that the 
Auxiliary Forces were the proper materia! 
for the emergency Army and that they 
would be able to perform the duties 
required of them. 


When the right hon. Gentleman 
introduced his scheme in the previous 
year he quoted from the Report of 
the Roya! Commission certain portions 
destined to show how worthless the 
Auxiliary Forces were. He observed 
that the first quotation the right hon. 
Gentleman used was that the average 
Militia battalion was not fit to take part 
in a field expedition force until some 
months after they had joined their 
battalion. It could be seen that the 
Secretary of State was not a warm friend 
of the Auxiliary Forces, out of which we 
could get a larger Army in times of 
emergency and which were composed of 
better material than the short-service 
men he desired to put in their place. 
He submitted that the Auxiliary Forces 
formed just the sort of Army which it 
was desirable to have for that purpose, 
and which shoull be encouraged in this 
country. The right hen, Gentleman was 
doubtful as to the extent to which they 
could be relied upon in an emergency. 
The patriotism of the people of this 
country was proportionate to the popu- 
larity of the war, and the emergency to 
which it gave rise. If it was understood 
that no considerable military expedition 
would be undertaken without the warm 
support and patriotic enthusiasm of the 
people two very desirable results would 
accrue. Aggressive policies, such as those 
involving expeditions to Somaliland and 
Tibet, would be discouraged, greatly 
to the advantage of the public service : 
and a sense of responsibility would be 
engendered in those people who were 
prone to go about giving vent to that 
mvsic-hall Jingoism which kad pushed 
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the country into many dangerous posi- 
tions, and which in itself was one of the 
greatest menaces to the peace of the 
Empire. One of the reasons most Con- 
tinental countries were more peaceable 
than they used to be was that every 
man knew that in ca-:e of war he might 
have to shoulder the musket and take 
his place in the fighting line, and if the 
Auxiliary Forces were given to feel a 
similar responsibility it would act as 
a deterrent on military enterprise. He 
believed it was on these lines the House 
would ultimately find themselves in 
agreement. These debates had shown 
a considerable amount of agreement as 
to military policv to exist, and if the 
Secretary of State would attempt to 


extend that agreement instead of pushing , 


the mysterious and more unsympathetic 
part of his military policy, there would 
be reason for hoping that the result of the 
South African War which had broken np 
our old military system, would in the end 
create a new and a better policy for the 
future. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside), 
speaking as a civilian, thought the 
Secretary of State had been somewhat 
hardly used with regard to the size of 
the Estimates, seeing that last vear the 
right hon. Gentleman stated that the 
economies he hoped would ensue could 
not take eficct to any great extent this 


vear. Moreover, the Estimates of a year 
ago showed a considerable reduction 


on those of the vear before. He could 
not understand why the cost of the new 
guns should be borne on the Estimates. 
They represented a large capital expen- 
diture which, in his opinion, should be 
sprerxd over a period approximating to 
the life of a gun, whatever that might he, 
or, say, a term of ten vears. He hoped 
that next week, although the charges 
were in the Estimates, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would announce _ his 
intention oi defraying the cost of the 
rearmiment from some other source than 
revenue—such, for instance, as the 
unclaimed dividends. One of the greatest 
statisticians of the age, Sir Robert Giffen, 
a few years ago calculated that the cost 
of the Army, even if it amounted to 
£40,000,000, would not be out of pro- 
portion to our commitments, or greater 
in proportion to the wealth of the nation 


Mr. Guest. 
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than were the Army Estimates of 1860, 
He did not say that the Estimates should 
amount to anything like that sum, but 
it was worth bearing in mind what very 
different views prevailed a few years ago 
as to the cost of the Army. Any promis- 
cuous cutting down of expenditure was 
a sure way to extravagince, as it Invari- 
ably led to reiction. The reference of 
the hon. Member for Oldham to 1857, 
when Lord John Russell, Mr. Disraeli, 
and others put pressure on Lord 
Palmerston to reduce the Army Esti- 
mates, was hardly a happy analogy, as 
it was in Miy of that vear that the 
Mutiny broke out. That was an example 
showing how precipitate attempts at 
economy produced reaction and dimin- 
ished the military security of the country. 


The scheme of the right hon. Gentleman 
was complete and logical—perhaps too 
logical. There was no answer to it if 
the underlying assumption of the secur- 
ity of the country against invasion 
were accepted, but he wished the Sccre- 
tary of State could disclose a little more 
the reasons which had led the Committee 
of Defence to accept the conclusions of 
the blue-water school. Such a 
sure, if it could be made without injury 
to the public service, would give a great 
deal of confidence to many people who 
could not now share the views of that 
school. He thought the Memorandum 
of the Secretary of State put the matter 
rather too absolutely. [t did not at all 
follow that if we lost the command of 
the sea we should be instantly starved 
into submission. He remembered che 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, who cer- 
tainly was an authority on these matters, 
saving that an absolute blockade of 
these islands was an impossjhility. But 
what of the case of a temporary loss of 
the command of the seas? It was not 
impossible to suppose that our Channel 
Squadron might meet with a disaster 
while the other squadrons remained 
intact and, given the necessary time, 
could restore to us the command of the 
seas. In the event of such a temporary 
disaster he submitted that it was quite 
possible that a foreign army might get 
in to strike that “ blow at the heart” of 
which the late Lord Salisbury spoke 
some years ago, and reduce this country 
to terms. Time was of the vital essence 


disclo- 
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of the question. It was not a matter of 
the Army at home being able to meet 
and overcome a large foreign army, but 
of being able to keep a foreign army at 
bay until the command of the seas was 
restored. That was a way out of the 
dilemma represented by the alternatives 
of the blue-water school or conscription, 
and he thought they should ask whether 
the Navy was so absolutely para- 
mount that this country could stake 
the whole of its future upon it. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham), submitted 
that the uncompromising unreality of 
these Army debates, of which the right 
hon. Gentleman had complained, was 
due to the Government and the Govern- 
mentalone. The War Office had accepted 
the theory of the blue-water school, but 
they believed that we had become more 
vulnerable on the Indian frontier, and 
that we must maintain a comparatively 
large Army, prepared to go out at any 
moment to resist an attempt at the 
geadual absorption of Afghanistan. 
Assuming for the sake of argument that 
uo impediment existed in the way of 
getting the troops out, he desired to ask, 
and the House could not form a ra‘ional 
opinion on the matter until the Question 
was answered, what were the troops to 
do when they got to India! The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean, who was an authority in these 
matters, had told them it was the general 
iilitary opinion that they could not 
move through the deserts of Afghanistan 
a. Army of 50,000 men with all their 
furniture and the materials they required 
to carry with them. He was told that in 
a much smaller war, in moving 10,000 
men, we practically killed all the camels 


that could be found in Asia except a 
small number used tor breeding. So 
that the oaly means of absoroing 


Afghanistan was by the gradual pene- 
tration of the railways. This  ques- 
tion was represented to them as bemg 
the measure of our needs in regard to 
our Reserve Army. It was the pivot of 
the military problem, as he understood it, 
which they had to consider to-day, and 
until the House was told how many 
troops were wanted for this purpose, how 
they were to get there, what they were 
to do when they got there, by what 
means they were to replace them when 
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they left this country, and how they 
were to provide further troops if the war 


developed into a life and death struggle ; 


until these matters were explained to 
them in their wider aspect, he 
maintained that the Members of the 


House could not really and rationally 
decide the questions put before them. 
Yesterday afternoon the Prime Minister 
gotup. Hegavethe closest attention tothe 
right hon, Gentleman’s explanation. H» 
hoped that at last they were going to 
hear something of this matter, which the 
right hon. Gentleman said was the crux 
of the whole military problem of the 
country. Tuey were told by the highes: 
military authority that the Prime Minis- 
ter was the first Prime Minister since 
Wellinzton who could fittingly preside 
over the delibera‘ions of the Imperial 
Defence Committe». They were told 
that the right hon. Gentleman had made 
a special study of the question of the 
frontier of India, that he knew the place 
anil thit he was thorouzhly versed in 
the problem. Yesterday afternoon the 
right hon. Gentleman did not show himself 
a Wellington. He showed himself to be a 
student of a contemporary of Wellington 
who said that speech was granted to us in 
order that we might hide our thoughts. 
Heconfessed he listened to that speech with 
very blank dismay. It was true that the 
Prime Minister was speaking only on the 
question of the Volunteers, but it was also 
true that the Prime Minister told them 
that they must coasider the questioa of 
the Volunteers not in isolation from the 
military problem, which was the crux of 
the whole question, and this problem 
affected every branch of the Army. 


He took as an instance the question 
of the Volunteers. The Volunteers were, 
in the old days, considered to be 
principally for home defence. Now, as 
he understood it, the Volunteers were 
much more likely to be wanted in 
the iuture as a force that would be 
willing to volunteer in time of emergency 
for service abroad. They were also 
wanted as a nursery of patriotism. The 
last purpose they were likely to be 
wanted for was to repel a force which 
had crossed the seas and landed on our 
shores. In ragard to the Volunteers they 
had never been told anything satistac- 
torily. Last August a Memorandum was 
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placed betore them showing how the pro- 
posed scheme would affect the Estimates 
of future years, and that when the 
scheme was working there would be a 


Army 


saving of £300,000, or 25 per cent., on the | 


Volunteers, They had never had it 
explained whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man intended to go on in the changes he 
proposed in the Volunteers. That was one 


of the fundamental things they wished to | 
/exaggerated statements had been made 


know. He had taken the Volunteers as 
aun example, but he might have taken 
any other part of the Army and pointed 
out that this question of the Indian fron- 
tier affected the whole question of Army 
organisat on. 


On the recruiting question—speaking 
with a knowledge of the labour market 
—he asserted that the labour market 


{COMMONS} 


{ 
| 





Estimates, 1905-6. TOD 


*Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) said he desired for a few 
minutes to draw attention to « question 
which vitally affected the constituency he 
represented, namely, the discharge of a 
large number of workmen at the Small 
Arms Factory at Enfield. He thought the 
attitude of the men in this very critical 
state of affairs had been altogether a 
correct one, and he did not think any 


on the part of those who were so 
vitally interested in this matter. They 
had been told that this hurried action on 
the part of the War Office had been taken 
in the interests of economy. Of course 
they were all in favour of economy in 


‘the abstract, until it affected them in 


was an essential part of the question | 


of recruiting. 
we were to have short-service recruiting 
opened to men concurrently with long- 
service recruiting. What would be the 
result? Long-service recruiting would 
almost immediately stop, or only a small 


In eight or nine months } @! , : 
‘view of the large expenditure which had 


some particular matter in which they 
were interested. There were one or two 
matters which he desired to press upon 
the attention of the War Office. In 


| been incurred at Enfield, and the large 
| establishment which it was necessary to 
| keep up there, and the large sums of 


proportion of men would go in for the | 


long service. They must very soon, 
then, confine recruiting to long service 
only. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
intend to go on altering the system of 
recruiting from long service to short service 
and then back again to long service ? 
That seemed to be the course wiich lay 


before them under the present condi- | 
| below 


tions. It might succeed as a solution of 
the question, but it was much more 
likely to fail. 


The right hon. Gentleman had 
asked them to make suggestions. He 
had tried to put before the House 
reasons why it was impossible for them 
to make suggestions at all. They had 


money which had been spent and were 
being spent on buildings in connection 
with the Small Arms Factory, he thought 
they had some claim to ask the War 
Office to consider whether it would not 
be better to keep the staff employed there 
at any rate at the normal standard. Iie 
thought he was correct in saving 
that the discharges which had already 
taken place would reduce the stati 
the normal standard which 


‘had been maintained for a considerable 


number of years in the past. Then there 


'was the difficult question of the pro- 


portion of orders which ought to be given 


‘to Government ‘and private factories. 


_Having regard to the cost of the estab- 


i the 


never had explained to them what the | 
fundamental military problem was thev | 


had to consider, How, then, could they 
give an answer to these questions ? 
perts differed on the frontier question. 
It was for the Government to explain it, 
and on it depended every problem they | 
were now considering. The House ought | 
never to have been asked to sanction 
th's Vote until the fundamental question 
lying at the bottom of the problem had 

been more fully explained to the Horse. — 


Mr. Emmott. 


Ex- | 


lishments which the Government kept up 
he thought this question was worthy of 
most careful consideration. 


He regretted that the discharges had 
not been carried out in a more gradual 
manner. No doubt hon. Members had 


noticed the letter written by the First 


Lord of the Admiralty in regard to some 


discharges which took place at the 
Admiralty dockyards. He said tliat 
there was no intention on the part of 
the Admiralty of discharging any large 
body of men at one time, and so many 
were receiving notice week by week in 
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order to cause the men as little incon- 
venience as possible. He ventured to 
think that the War Office might have 
adopted som? such system as that rather 
than discharging 500 or 600 men in 
the sudden and unexpected way that 
they did the other day. There were 
svecial circumstances connected with 
the employment of these men at Enfield, 
which differed very considerably from 
the circumstinces under which the men 
were employed in the Birmingham 
fictories, At Birmingham if a man was 
discharged, he probably would be able to 
gta job on the following day, but the 
men discharged from the Government 
factory at Enfield could not find work of 
the same class anywhere in the neighbour- 
hood. Therefore, in establishing this 
factory. the Governnient had incurred 
very grave responsibility. They brought 
those men into that district, and by 
suddenly discharging them they not 
oily caused very grave inconvenience 
atid distress, but they also caused great 
loss to others who were indirectly de- 
pendent upon those emploved in the 
factory. Although he was aware that 
the number employed during the war was 
inexcess of the normal number, still he 
thought he had a right to ask that the 
normal number should he muintained. 
He could assure his right hon. friend 
and the House that these discharges 
were Causing something like consterna- 
tion and producing great distress amongst 
the men concerned, and the wholesale 
discharge of these men would cause a 
very serious loss of the capital invested 
by traders and others who had gone into 
business in that district. He therefore 
wished to press this matter very earnestly 
upon the attention of the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
verv seldom intervened in Army debates, 
but he would confine himself to one or 
two points. The Secretary of State for 
War the other day said there was a great 
unreality about this debate. That was 
quite true, and it arose from the fact that 
they did not know whether the views 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
expressed were his own views or a com- 
promise between his own views and the 
views of the Government. Therefore 
they did not know whether what he was 
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telling them was going to be the last word 
of the Government or not. Another 
reason was that they were now discussing 
questions which, although of great impor- 
tance, were, after all, dependent for their 
solution upon other questions which th» 
House had not vet been allowed to discuss. 
They were told by the Prime Ministe1 
that these considerations would fall to 
be discussed when the Vote was taken 
for the Council of Defence, but was it 
not putting the cart before the horse 
that they should discuss these questions 
now instead of first discussing the general 
principles about what Imperial defence 
meant and how it should be provided 
for? The House ought to have been 
allowed an opportunity for discussing 
that question before being asked to deal 
with the questions they were now con- 
sidering. 

He would illustrate this considera- 
tion by stating two points. The first 
was wit regard to the North-West 
frontier of India. The Prime Minister 
and the Secretary of State for War had 
stated that, after all, this was the main 
danger and difficulty for which we needed 
to maintain a large striking force. Both 
of the right hon. Gentlemen had talked 
as if we should need a force of 200,000 or 
300,000 British soldiers who could be 
despatched to the North-West frontier 
of India. That seemed to be an extra- 
ordinarily large demand. Such a force 
could only be required in the case of 
some enormous force from the North- 
West approaching—an army of 300,000 
or 400,000 men at least. Was there the 
slightest chance of an army of that kind 
coming to the North-West frontier of 
India? Those who had been there 
knew something about it. It was a land 
of mountain and desert and drought, 
with nothing like the railway facilities 
which the Russian Army had in Man- 
churia. He could not imagine a more 
difficult country for a foreign army to 
traverse. Unless some _ extraordinary 
want of judgment in policy on our part 
alienated the Afghans and drove them 
into the hands of another Power, we 
might depend upon the people there, 
who were jealous of their independence. 
That would be almost sufficient to put 
the greatest possible difficulty in the 
way of an approaching force. Surely, 
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if the House were to be asked to prepare 
for sending a force of 200,000 or 300,000 
to defend the North-West frontier of 
India, they ought to be told what were 
the circumstances under which such a 
force might be required. They ought 
to have a reasoned statement of the 
views of the Council of Defence which 
had led them to believe that an enormovs 
force of that kind was required, and they 
ought also to have the opinion of the 
Government of India, ‘n whose archives 
there had been accumulated a great 
mass of knowledge on the subject. He 
should like to know whether the Secre- 
tary of State for War was prepared to 
say that the Government of India and 
the:r military advisers thought that 
any contingency could arise in which a 
force of 200,000 or 300,000 need be 
sent to India to aid in the defence of 
that country. The House knew what 
an enormous sum had been spent on 
railways and fortifications in that region 
and what a burden had been laid on the 
Indian taxpayer in consequence, and 
really to say that, in addition, this large 
force was to be prepared was to ask 
something which they could not take on 
the ipse dixit of the Prime Minister 
or the Secretary of State. The House 
must have evidence and an opportunity 
for discussing it before they could assent 
to such an extraordinary demand. 
There never was a moment when the 
danger of the invasion of India was less 
imminent than now. They had seen 
what had happened to the Russian Army 
in Manchuria and the difficulties which 
had been imposed on them. Was it 
likely that another enterprise, even more 
difficult, would be undertaken by Russia ? 
If it was a distant contingency surely it 
was the part of wisdom not to prepare 
now at enormous cost. He did not 
profess to deliver a positive opinion on 
this question. 


The other illustration he desired 
to give arose out of the case of the 
Volunteers. The case for the diminu- 
tion of the Volunteers was found in 
the last resort to depend on the pro- 
position which the Secretary of State 
and the Prime Minister had both ad- 
vanced, that there was practically no 
probability whatever of any invasion 
of this country. All admitted that was 
a highly improbable contingency. Was 


Mr. Bryce. 
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it an absolutely impossible contingency, 
in these days when new methods of 
warfare were being discovered ? He would 
go so far as to say that it was highly im- 
probable—so improbable that he thought 
it was well to abandon the idea of the 
necessity for fortifying London. But 
vas it so absolutely impossible that we 
should not have the additional security 
and comfort given by knowing that we 
had another force at home, which was 
a basis for recruiting and out of which 
an efficient Army could be rapidly 
created if the necessity arose to call upon 
them ? Surely if we could provide an 
additional force of that kind at a small 
cost it was the part of prudence to 
do it. The House wanted, therefore, 
from the Council of Defence a much more 
complete statement of their case for 
declaring invasion to be practically 
impossible. He was far from being an 
advocate of militarism in any 
but he believed there was considerable 
benefit in having a large force of Volun- 
teers. He was one of the original 
Volunteers in 1859-60, and he re- 
membered very well the spirit of the 
country at that time. It was a_ spirit 
which said that the citizens of this 
country ought to be prepared to bear 
their share of the duties and burdens of 
citizenship, and that was the spirit which 
the Volunteers had cherished ever since. 
He believed every man should be ready 
to fight for his country if the need arose. 


sense, 


*COLONEL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
field) said he wished to refer to a subject 
which was of great interest to his con- 
stituents, namely, the reduction of ex- 
penditure on the manufacture of rifles. 
Government factories had been built. 
and rightly so, for the manufacture of 
rifles, and of course, it had been done 
at the expense of private firms. At the 
end of the Crimean War it was found that 
it was not quite satisfactory to have 
rifles manufactured by private firms, 
and the works now at Entield had been 
gradually built. There was another small 
arms factory at Sparkbrook, and it had 
been common for many years to divide 
the orders between the two factories 
and the private trade. Last year India 
started a rifle factory of her own. He 
doubted whether in normal times there 
would now be a sufficient amount of 
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work to keep the Government factories | 
going at Enfield and  Sparkbrook | 
the private factories as well.’ 
House would realise the serious- 
of the case at Enfield when he 
stated that during this financial year 
something like 75 per cent. of the 
machinery was lying idle. The district 
was one which had been entirely built 
up on account of the requirements of the 
oval Small Arms Factory. During 
the last few vears about 3,000 workmen 
had been employed in the factory. A 
fey months ago there were 2,300 em- 
ployed, but now the number had been 
reduced to 1,700. There had not only 
been this large reduction in the number 
employed, but those engaged at Enfield 
and at the sister factory at Spark- 
brook had been placed on short time. 
That meant a loss of something like 
£60,000 to £70,000 a year in money which 
otherwise would have been distributed in 
wages In the neighbourhood of Entield 
Lok. The House could easily imagine 
how hard these places had been hit. If 
the Government at present desired that 
only the mounted forces of the country 
should be armed with the new rifle it was 
not for these districts to say that rifles 
which were not needed should be manu- 
factured. The case he wanted to submit 
to the House was that before new con- 
tracts were made with private firms for 
the manufacture of rifles the War Office 
should consider the advisability of having 
the work done in their own factories. 
The two private firms which manu- 
factured rifles were the Birmingham 
Small Arms Factory and the London 
title Company. With the new factory, 
the large factory at Enfield, and the 
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large accommodation at Sparkbrook we 


nad sufficient scope even in time of 
war to provide for any emergency 


which might arise, and when they con- 
sidered the very large price the Govern- 
ment paid to firms for the manufacture 
of rifles in private factories, he thought 
there was a very good reason in a House 
in which they were all pressing for eco- 
nomy, and when there were only small 
orders to be given for rifles, that those 
orders should be divided amongst the 
Government’s own workmen, who ought 
to have the first benefit in this respect. 
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THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) said 
the point raised was rather a small one 
as compared with the larger issue with 
which the House had been concerned in 
the last few days, but he was not sur- 
prised that the matter had been referred 
to. It was not a small matter to hon. 
Members or those whom they represented, 
with whom he heartily sympathised. 
There was no more distasteful duty 
which could be thrown upon any man 
than that of dismissing a large number 
of willing workers from their employ- 
ment, and no such action would be taken 
if it were possible to avoid it. The hon. 
Member had dealt with the Enfield 
factory alone, but he wanted to deal 
with the two factories, Enfield and 
Sparkbrook, because, although there 
was a difference between the case of 
Enfield and that of Sparkbrook, a man 
discharged was discharged wherever he 
happened to reside, and it was hard upon 
him in any case. Before the war there 
were some 2,600 men emploved in the 
Government factory, though he did 
not admit that was the normal! strength ; 
then during the war the numbers went 
up to 3,600 and he believed higher. 
After the war they dropped to 2,800 at 
the beginning of the vear; and since 
then it had been necessary to discharge 
some 50')more men. This had been very 
serious, not only to these men and their 
families, but also to the tradesmen whose 
business it was to supply them. He 
was afraid sympathy was not very sub- 


stantial comfort in this case, but he 
hoped he might be allowed to express 
sympathy nevertheless, for he felt this 


sympathy all the more because these 
men had behaved so well. He had 
received deputations from them and 
from the tradesmen in the district. He 
had read what had been said at public 
meetings. No hard words had been 
no improper expressions made 

They had exercised great self- 


used, 

use of, 
restraint under great provocation, and 
had displayed a courage which was alto- 
Anything which 
he could do with his 
duties, he would do to assist them, 
but he was not at present in a position 
to sav very definitely what he could do, 


gether commendable. 
consistently 
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because the programme of manufacture | 
was not yet complete. They knew how | 
much money was provided for in the | 
Estimates, but there were other scurces | 
from which orders might com., and, until | 
he knew what those orders were, it was 
impossible to lay down whaié amount of 
work they would be able to find for these 
men. For the present they could 
only remain as they were, and continue 
to do what thev were doing. At present 
they had all the men engaged on short 
time, and they proposed to continue that 
short time. closing the factories on 
Saturday and Monday, at any rate until 
the end of May. He hoped the futvre 
would then be clear, and that they would 
know what the programme of manu- 
facture would be. He hoped by that 
time they would be able to take a definite 
number on full time. He hoped it would 
be a large proportion. He could not 
say that there would be no further reduc- 
tions, but he could promise that there 
should be no further large numbers of 
men discharged at the same time. If it 
were necessary to make further reductions 
those reductions should be spread over 
the largest possible time, so that there 
should be the least possible hardship. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said he was in 
very great sympathy with what had 
been said about the conduct of the 
War Office in this matter. He should 
like to use this discussion as an illustra- 
tion of what was going on at the War 
Office and how completely the House was 
in the dark as to what they were going 
todo. He believed every military expert 
was in favour of rifles being made at the 
Government factories, but after a decision 
was taken on the subject by the Secretary 
of State and the military authorities 
it was reversed by some outside pressure 
not unconnected with the Prime Minister. 
The House was in exactly the same 
position in regard to the Reserve Forces. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
for War had a scheme last year to 
destroy the Militia, and to damage the 
Volunteers to a large extent. That 
scheme remained with him. He still 
talked about it as his scheme and said as 
far as he was concerned such and such a 
thing would be done. In answer to a 
Question that day the right hon. Gentle- 

Mr, Bromley Davenport. 
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man said that the territorial battalions 
which were going to be made according 
to his scheme were not going to be taken 


/in hand till October, because the number 


of long-service men would not be obtained 
till that time. That implied that in 
October he was going to set to work to 
carry out that scheme. That had never 
been told them in debate, and it had 
never been acknowledged when the 
Government intended to carry out that 
scheme. He also told them a little more, 
and said that, so far as the Militia regi- 
ments were concerned, no Militia battalion 
which joined under his new scheme 
would become a territorial battalion with- 
out their consent. It was very easy to 
get their consent if the Government 
pressed them. The Secretary for War 
said he was going to do away with thirty 
battalions of Militia, and if they did not 
consent they would be done away with 
altogether. That was no guarantee that 
the Militia would be kept in its present 
state, and they wanted a definite assur- 
ance that it would not be tampered with, 
and without that assurance by the 
Secretary of State, speaking as a repre- 
sentative of the Government, he was 
quite sure that Members on both sides of 
the House would remain unsatisfied. 


On his side they had always believed 
that the Government would give way 
on the question of the Volunteers, but 


/ the last statement was worse than the 


first, because at first they had some 
hope that the Prime Minister would 
overrule the Secretary of State for War 
as he did in the case of the Small Arms 
Factory. They expected that that part 


, of the scheme which was likely to destroy 


the Reserve Forces would be set aside. 
The scheme, if only partially carried 
out, meant that they would destroy 
the Militia, although not perhaps in 
a day. The present uncertainty was 
increasing the pressure and weakening 
the Militia day by day, although the 
scarcity of men and officers was not so 
great now as it was immediately after 
When the Secretary of State 
said that the Militia was decreasing. 
and that was a reason for its being done 
away with, he said it was due to the 
right hon. Gentleman and the previous 
Secretaries of State that it had been 
decreasing. If they were going to do 
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away with the Reserve Forces he should 
not be afraid if they had something 
equally good to put in their place, for, 
after all, whether they were half trained 
or not, both the Militia and the Volun- 
teers const tuted a large force which had 
always helped us in time of war. Ii 
the Volunteers or Militia were taken 
away the military effectiveness of this 
Empire would be greatly weakened. 

What were the Government going to 
put in their place ? There was a nebulous 
scheme which looked very pretty on 
paper. This territorial scheme had passed 
through the brain of the Secretary for 
War, and had passed on to the Papers 
presented to the House. Beyond that 
it had no real existence at all. Even an 
Army on paper might in time of a scare 
be of some use in allaying the panic of 
the country, but it was a poor thing to 
rely upon if ever we got into a tight 
corner. He remembered seeing a picture 
which represented the ghost of Napoleon 
reviewing the ghost of the grand army 
on the Champs de Mars, and he thought 
this territorial army was as much a ghost 
as a protector in this case and in fact 
was a phantom, and it was suggested that 
we should throw away the whole of our 
Reserve Forces for a phantom. He wanted 
areal assurance one way or the other, with 
no prevarication and no half measures. 
Was the Prime Minister in favour of 
this scheme? Was the Army Council 
in favour of it? Had the Secretary of 
State’s scheme the sanction and support of 
either one or the other or of the Govern- 
ment ? He believed it had not. But it 
was a thing the House ought to know so 
that it could form an opinion on the 
matter and record its vote either for or 
against the scheme. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said the hon. Member 
who had just sat down had based his 
speech upon an entire misconception of 
the statements of the Secretary of State. 
The right hon. Gentleman had never 
desired to annihilate the Auxiliary 
Forces but to put them on a proper 
The speech of the hon. Gentle- 
man had accentuated a fact which had 
been before the House for many days, 
which was that while the House of 
Commons was splendidly equipped for 
dealing with almost everv auestion which 


basis, 
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they might be called upon to consider, 
it was particularly ill-manned for deal- 
ing with questions of either Army 
or Navy reforms. There were many Mem- 
bers of the House who would be accepted 
both in and out of the House as authorities 
upon almost every subject, but there 
was hardly one who would be accepted 
outside as an authority on military and 
naval affairs. That had not alwavs been 
the case, but at the present time it was 
very doubtful whether there were four 
Members of this House whose speeches 
were ever read outside and regarded as 
valuable contributions to Army and 
Navy debates. The Secretary of State 
lor War was one who had a very wide 
knowledge of Army mattersand who was 
regarded asa great authority upon them, 
whilst the right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean, who it was well 
known was a student of military matters, 
was another Gentleman whose opinion was 
listened to with great respect. So far as 
the other Members of the House were 
concerned, he did not believe their speeches 
were ever read by the public outside, 
whilst within the House those who sad 
the most and spoke oftenest were as a 
rule those who were least regarded 


The Navy in this regard had a great 
advantage overthe Army. It had no Re- 
serve, no Militia, no Volunteers, and no 
Yeomanry. It would not be unfair, or 
stretching the point too far, to say that 
fifty out of every sixty minutes of this de- 
bate had been more or less concerned with 
matters affecting the Auxiliary Forces. 
He ventured to sav that the ordinary 
taxpayer looked at this matter from quite 
a different point of view from that which 
manv approached it in the House. One 
of the things upon which the man in the 
street laid great stress was that he had 
learned by experience that to have to Im- 
provise an Army greater than the one on 
the establishment caused a greater ex- 
penditure than to carry a larger Army on 
the establishment, and further, he doubted 
whether an Army improvised in that way 
would be a trustworthy Army to meet 
the attacks of the forces of anv civilised 
Power. The directions in which reduc- 
tions could be made and in which ex 
penditure must be maintained was not 
the problem which the ordinary English- 
man outside the House was trying to 
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fathom. The man in the street had 
always been brought up in the belief that 
the Army must be maintained in sufficieat 
strength to repel any invasion, and that 
as the Empire increased so the Army 
must be iscre:sed and kept upon a level 
with the i.crease of the Empire in order 
‘o be in a position to repel any attack 
which might be made upon us. 


Hon. Members opposite were entitled no 
doubt to ask for information, but when 
they demanded that the Government 
should disclose its whole plan, and make 
known, for instance, at what points on 
the Indian frontier it proposed to 
station troops, he thought that to make 
such information public would be to 
inflict a great injury on the nation. 
If a great authority in India suggested 
to the authorities at home that to ensure 
the satetv of the Indian frontier they 
must be able to put 120,000 into India 
within six months in addition to the 
troops already there, that would practi- 
cally mean the maintenance of 200,000 
British troops in that country, entailing, 
with the wastage of war and climate, 
the provision of 50,000 mena year. His- 
tory showed that great nations, when 
defeated at one point, were sometimes 
only too anxious to fight a war of 
revanche in order to regain prestige and 
reputation. He greatiy feared, there- 
fore, that those who held that because 
Russia had met, and was meeting, with 
disaster in Manchuria she was likely to 
abate the anxiety with which she watched 
our frontier in India, were living in a 
fools paradise. It there existed in 
Russia such a school of thought as he 
had suggested, there was nothing to which 
they could have listened with greater 
delight than those speeches of hon. Mem- 
bers who declared that this country might 
loll in security, that the warning would 
come in ample time, and that the diffi- 
culties of Ru-sia were such that no 
attempt need be made to prepa‘e aga nst 
attack. He could hardly imagine a line 
of argument so fata! to the interests 
of ths country. The taxpayers who 
demanded a reducton in expenditure, 
accepting the view that the country cou'd 
not be equa!ly invulnerable against both 
attacks, had to consider which contin- 
gency was the more likely to occur—an 
invasion of this country or an attack 

Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 
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upon India—and make preparation ac. 
cordingly. 


With regard to the possibility of in. 
vasion, it was too often forgotten that 
even if there were no Auxiliary Forces, 
there would still be in this country an 
enormous number of men who, at some 
time, had served in the Army, and who, 
if the Government had sufficient arms 
and ammunition, could be rapidly im- 
provised into a very formidable torece, 
and one was forced to the conclusion 
that if reduction had to be made. it 
should be in the force usable to repel 
invasion rather than in the force usable to 
guard against attack in India. He had 
heard nothing from the Secretary of 
State to lead him to believe that the 
right hon. Gentleman was prepared to go 
very far in the direction of the reduction 
of the Auxiliary Forces. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s desire was to lop off that 
which was inefficient and. to some ex- 
tent, redundant, and to make the re- 
mainder more efficient. That object 
could be carried out simultaneously with 
the policy of providing efficient safeguards 
for the frontier of India. There was no- 
body in the House but had a high regard 
and intense sympathy for the Auxiliary 
Forces, and would like to retain and 
improve them all, both for the direct 
purpose of fighting and for the indirect 
advantages which accrued to the popula- 
tion in general. But if the problem had 
to be faced, it being impossible to effect 
the reduction demanded and at the same 
time maintain both branches of the ser- 
vice, was it any wonder that the nation 
should choose the contraction — not 
the extinction—of the Auxiliary Forces 
and the expansion of the Regulars, rather 
than the contraction of the Regular Army 
and the expansion of the Auxiliary Forces, 
Tf that line of reasoning was at all sound, 
the House was forced in the direction 
of military policy outlined by the Secre- 
tary of State for War. 


Another matter in which he was 
deeply interested was the question of 
the shortage of officers both in the 
Army and in the Auxiliary Forces. 
That shortage ought not to exist. There 
was a shortage, so to speak, of the 
manufactured article, but almost a super- 
abundance of the raw material which 
could be turned into the manufacturered 
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article at very short notice. How was 
that condition of affairs to be remedied ? 
He fully agreed that the high standard 
of education, professional and otherwise, 
should be maintained for those officers 
who intended to make the Army their 
life career, but it did not at all follow that 
the War Office should refuse that other 
type of young fellow, of which there 
were sO many ready to serve —men who 
were prepared to give eight or ten of 
the best years of their life to the Army. 
The services of such men were not to be 
secured by making the Army unattractive, 
and it undoubtedly was made unattrac- 
tive if for the first years of the young 
officer's life he was hunted from one 
course of instruction to another and not 
given time for any legitimate amusement 
or recreation, Unless they could give 
extra inducements in the way of pay and 
make the early stages of the soidier’s life 
more attractive they would find that this 
shortage would continue. They had in 
the present Secretary of State for War 
a man who thoroughly sympathised 
with the instincts of British oflicers, and 
he desired the officers to be really good 
trustworthy leaders of men. His sugges- 
tion was that while the right hon. Gentle- 
mai should take care to attract the 
higher type of men into the Army he 
should not close the door upon that other 
very valuable man who would give eight or 
ten vears of the best part of his lite to the 
service, and who could serve his country 
admirably, The right hon. Gentleman 
would get out of his difficulty in that way. 


*\Ir. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) said 
that after the war:.ing given by the hon. 
Member for Newport he felt considerable 
diffidence in rising at all. He would 
remind the hon. Member thar he omitted 
to mention the Secretary of State for 
India, who was a distinguished military 
authority. A short time ago the hon. 
Member appealed to them to treat this 
matter more or less in the same way as 
they treated naval questions with an 
absence of Party spirit. If he applied 
that remark to the speeches of hon. 
Members opposite they might certainly 
have taken his advice to heart, for thev 
had treated the matter without any ties 
of Party discipline, and he hoped the 
Secretary of State for War was pleased 
with the result. If the non. Member 
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alluded to voting, that appeal came very 
badly from the opposite side, for it was 
hon. Members on the Opposition side 
who ovght to appeal to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, who had criticised the scheme 
of the Government but who would not 
support their opinions in the lobby with 
their votes. Whilst it might be true 
that an invasion was absolutely impes- 
sible supported from a base, he was not 
at all satisfied that something in the 
nature of a formidable raid was impos- 
sible. A formidatle force might raid this 
country, and when they considered the 
extraordinarily complicated organisetion 
ot life in this country and how they de- 
pended upon railways and telegraphs, it 
was very difficult to foretell what damage 
a determined raid might noc do before 
they were able to deal with it. He was 
certain that this sudden cenversion to 
the blue-water school might be attended 
with a certain amount of danger. The 
hon. Member for Newport had alluded io 
the possible necessity of sending out 
120,000 troops to reinforce the garrison 
of India in the event of trouble on the 
North-West Frontier. Upon this same 
point the Secretary of State for War 
spoke about the necessity that might 
arise of sending ovt the same number of 
men to India as we were obliged to send 
to South Africa during the last war. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER dissented. 


*Mr. LYELL said that was what the 
right hon. Gentleman said. If they 
looked at the map they would see what 
an immense frontier they had to defend 
on the North-West of India. Most of 
them knew that the geographical situa- 
tion there presented an almost in- 
surmountable barrier to any invasion 
except at one or two small points. The 
hon. Member might remember what 
happened in the Tirah campaign. The 
military authorities made preparations 
for a much bigger aflair, and prepared 
for contingencies which were not realised 
by providing 40,000 men. They got 
this army into the Tirah Valley, and 
then they found that they had twice 
or three times the force which they 
could employ. That was what woula 
take place under the policy enunciated 
by the Secretary of State for War of 
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sending out to India a force equal to 
that which was sent out to South Africa. 

The Secretary for War had told them 
that the cardinal point of his reform 
was a question of reduction, and a very 
considerable reduction, in money. What 
had happened? This reduction now 
remained in abeyance. The whole of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme was 
in abeyance, and what was more, the 
alternative scheme was also in abeyance, 
and that was the right hon. Gentleman’s 
resignation. If they were to have any 
considerable reduction it must be in the 
number of men. If they were not going 
to sweep away cadres they must re- 
duce the strength of their battalions 
very considerably indeed. Having re- 
duced the battalions they should see 
how much they were capable of ex- 
pansion in time of urgent necessity. 
They had the Reserves to fall back 
upon; and 500 men with 400 Reserves 
would strengthen a_ battalion and 
they might add about 309 picked Volun- 
teers. They would then raise it to a 
very high war strength, and in a very 
short time they would have an extremely 
efficient fighting battalion. He did not 


maintain that it was possible to send 
Volunteer cadres to face foreign troops, 
but he thought it was possible to largely 
fill up Regular troops in moments of 


emergency from the Volunteers. The 
right hon. Gentleman was discouraging 
the Volunteers, but he said that he was 
reducing them because they were in- 
efficient. It was impossible to carry 
out the reduction he had suggested 
without sweeping away not only the 
inefficient but some of the efficient 
men. If he wanted to improve their 
efficiency why did he not raise the physi- 
cal standard. He assured the right hon. 
Gentleman that if he kept this decrease 
hanging over the heads of the Volunteers 
he would discourage that spirit of self- 
sacrifice which had been shown by 
thousands of men inthe past, who showed 
their patriotism by joining the Volunteers. 
It was impossible to make a reduction 
in the number of the Volunteers without 
reducing their efficiencv. The more 
men we were able to maintain the more 
efficient men there would be when the 
pinch came. He protested most strongly 
against the proposal to reduce the 
Volunteers. 


Mr. Lyell. 
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*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the hon, 
and galiant Member for Shropshire had 
declared there were not four Members of 
the House who knew anything adequate 
of military matters. There were, there- 
fore, three. ‘Two he had named—the 
Secretary of State for War, and the 
Member for the Forest of Dean. The 
third, with his usual modesty, he had 
refrained from naming, but he had plainly 
indicated him as a level-headed man— 
from Shropshire. The difficulty felt in 
the debate was to extract from the Secre- 
tary of State for War what he meant to 
do and what he was allowed to do. At 
present there were four conceptions 
of the Army—those of the Army Council, 
the Committee of Defence, the Cabinet, 
and the Secretary of State for War. 
No two of these conceptions agreed, 
and the House wanted to know, as 
practical men, which was the con- 
ception which would prevail, or 
whether there was to be a kind of salad 
made of all of them, and a compromise 
as the result. The House wanted to 
know from somebody what the British 
Army was going to be. There were two 
kinds of invasions which had been talked 
about. The hon. and galiant Member 
for Shropshire had dwelt lovingly on the 
Russian invasion of India. That had been 
the bogey of a hundred years ;_ but India 
had never yet been invaded. From the 
days of Peter the Great every man who 
sritish statesman, a 
strategist, or a military critic, had always 
taught his countrymen to beware of the 
invasion of India. His own belief was 
that the danger had been over-rated, and 
the difficulties under-rated, and that the 
danger was less and the difficulties 
greater now than ever. It was true that 
there were Russian railways to the 
frontier of India. But there had_ also 
been Russian railways to the frontier of 
Manchuria, on the frontier, and across 
Manchuria it-elf. But railways were 
nothing compared to ships. As we held 
the sca for India, so the Japanese held 
the sea for Manchuria, and by that they 
had rolled back the invasion. The 
cause of Russian failure and of Japanese 
success in Manchuria was the sea power of 
Japan; and it seemed to him that, instead 
of the invasion of India becoming more 
easy for Russia, it had become infinitely 
more difficult. Surely the moment altera 
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most exhausting war was not the one 
Russia would choose for such another 
desperite enterpris2 as the invasion of 
India. H's belief was that, in spite 
of the railways made towards the frontier 
of India, the natural difficulties of Afghan- 
istan, if we used them as we should do, 
by alliance with the Afghans, and not by 
invasions of their country, added to our 
own natural advantages of access to 
India by sea, would be sufficient to pro- 
tect India from serious invasion by 
Russia for many long years to come. 


It had also been suggested that there 
might be an invasion of these islands. 
Such an invasion had long been sug- 
gested and even seriously attempted, 
and in every instance the attempt had 
been defeated, not by soldiers, but 
always by sailors. During the whole 
continuance of the Napoleonic Wars 
we were constantly in danger of in- 
vasion, but it never occurred to any 
man that we should protect the 
country from invasion by the Regular 
Army. It was by our ships alone that 
it was done. He wished to say a word 
as to the places where the ships should 
be. Tnere had been a conflict of 
opinion in early days between Lord 
St. Vincent and Lord Howe as_ to 
the best means of defending these shores. 
Lord Howe desired to have the Fleet 
always near our shores, while Lord St. 
Vincent contended that our warships 
should be off the enemy’s ports, in order 
to keep in constant touch with the 
enemy's ships. When a ship left a 
port it was lost sight of, so that the 
only way to watch an enemy’s vessels 
was to have our Fleet watching off 
the enemy’s ports. They must watch 
the rat at the hole and deal with it when 
it came out. It was not the Channel 
Fleet, therefore, but the vessels off Brest 
and Toulon, during the Napoleonic 
Wars, that preserved this country from 
invasion, and the principl» was still true, 
though in these modern days the point 
of observation might have been shifted 
to the Elbe or the entrance to the Baltic. 
During the Napoleonic Wars our Fleet 
had another sphere of action, to capture 
the enemy’s trade under whatever flag 
it was found, and our abandonment of 
that power was regarded by the late Lord 
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Fleets were eluded and an_ invading 
army marching on London, would that 
finish everything ? Would the country 
remain quiet? Would there be no 
Highlanders coming down from the 
North, no men of Birmingham marching 
to succour the capital? And even if 
the Government capitulated, surrendered, 
and handed over the whole country 
to the enemy, he could conceive the 
subsequent arrival of an admiral from the 
Pacific or Atlantic who would repudiate 
the Government and the capitulation 
together, and save the country by simply 
cutting the enemy’s communications. 


In regard to the question of the 
country being starved out, the right hon. 
Gentleman, in his opinion, was wrong. 
We might have no Fleet at all and still 
this country could not be starved. So 
large and so numerous were the avenues 
of sea access to this country that it was 
impossible to bring that about and they 
must remain open. To starve us they 
would have to close the seas from the 
Naze of Norway, round by the West of 
Ireland to Ushant, and all the fleets in 
the world cou!d not do it. Since, there- 
fore, the avenues of arrival could not be 
closed, if the supplies of this country 
were to be stopped it would have to 
be at the ports from which they issued. 
These ports were infinite in number, and 
at present it would be impossible to do 
that unless we had in force some such 
arrangement as the Sugar Convention 
which might prohibit us from getting 
corn from certain countries. That would 
facilitate the task of the enemy, would 
prevent us from getting corn from certain 
ports, would diminish to a few, perhaps 
to very few, the ports of issue, and would, 
perhaps, render possible the closure of 
those few. So long, however, as this 
country stood to the principle of free 
trade and relied for supplies upon the 
entire world, so long as there were an 
infinity of ports from which corn could 
be sent, so long would it be impossible 
to starve this country. In his opinion 
the Fleet was the implement to protect 
us from invasion, and the right hon. 
Gentleman was perfectly right in placing 
his chief reliance upon it. But that there 
should be also something else was true, 
and what that something should be was 
indicated by our position. If he were a 
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(rerman or a Frenchman he should never 
have a good word for a Volunteer or a | 
Militiaman, but it was because we were 
surrounded by the sea and because we 
only wanted a little breathing time for 
the aid which must come from the 
provinces and from Fleets, that of all 
countries in the world this country might 
be defended by Volunteers and Militia- 
men. ‘The Militia was the old traditional 
and constitutional force of the country, 
and the Volunteers had had their origin 
in a public spirit which had not been 
shown in any other country in the world. 
In his belief those forces were sufficient, 
with a very small stiffening force of Regu- 
lars, to meet anything in the shape of an 
invasion which might be attempted upon 
thiscountry. He thought any War Minis- 
ter ought to be thankful that patriotism, 
courage, and spirit should induce men 
to make soldiering a hobby and to give 
their money and their time to such an 
end, their labour and their efforts being 
sweetened and made delightful because 
they were put forth in the public service. 
That was, he thought, the sort of element 
upon which we could safely rely in 
time of danger, and that was an element 
which he was sorry to see a disposition 
on the part of the right hon. Gentleman 
to discourage. It was an element, how- 
ever, which he should do his best to 
foster because it was one which was 
invaluable to the country. 


Army 


Caprain) BAGOT (Westmoreland, 
Kendal) said that hon. Members had 
spoken as if it were the intention of 
his right hon. friend the Secretary for 
War to strike a severe blow at our 
Volunteer force, if not to do away with 
it altogether. He did not understand, 
however, that the right hon. Gentleman 
was in any way dealing a destructive 


blow at our Volunteer and Reserve 
Forces. They had heard a great deal 


about ‘the possibility of invasion on a 
large scale and on a small scale, but 
these were matters which could not 
be proved and of which no adequate 
proof could be given to the House. It 
was quite clear, however, that Auxiliary 
Forces to the number of 200,000 would 
be sufficient to satisfy our requirements 
in any possible circumstances under 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 
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which England could be invaded by 
a large force, and would also satisfy 
those who thought that it could be 
invaded by a small force. What his 
right hon. friend contemplated was 
not to do away with the Volunteers 
in any way or even to deal a severe 
blow at them. If he took such a course 
nothing could be more damaging ‘o the 
patriotic spirit of the people of this 
country. He hoped it would go forth 
to the country as the result of this 
debate that no serious alteration in 
our Volunteer system was intended by 
the right hon. Gentleman or the Govern- 
ment, or anybody else. So far as he 
understood it the right hon. Gentleman’s 
ploposal appeared to be a reasonable 
and sensible one. The Volunteer force 
consisted of some 250,000 men, and 
it was perfectly well known that some 
economies shovld be brought about. 
The proposal was that the number 
of Volunteers should be reduced to 
some 200,000, and that the saving 
thus effected should be devoted to 
making the remainder more efficient. 
It was quite clear that upon the whole 
now the Volunteers were not properly 
eqvipped with transport and various 
other equipments which would enable 
them to move if this invasion either on 
a big or a small scale took plac:. More- 


,over 200,000 men were sufficient, be 


thought, to satisfy both those who 
thought that a large invasion was pos- 


‘sible and those who thought that only 


a small one was feasible. If there was 
any intention of abolishing the Volun- 
teers or reducing their numbers he 
should ke the first to oppose it, and if 
there was any idea of striking a serious 
tlow at them he thought the country 
would resent it. If the numbers were 
reduced, however, it would do no harm 
if the result was to make those who 
were left more efficient. The Volunteer 
force had for years past said, “ (rive us 
more reality, make us more like real 
soldiers,” and he thought they would 
prefer to be dealt with as Regalar troops 
and would not mind tne reduction. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stool adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


ELECTRICITY 
[By OxpeEr]. 


CHELSEA SUPPLY 
EPPING GAS BILL [By Orper]. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
GREAT 
OrpdER] 
FIED). 
Read the third time, and passed. 


EASTERN RATLWAY 
(KING'S 


BILL [By 
CONSENT SIGNI- 


HIGHAM AND HUNDRED OF HOO 
WATER BILL [By Orper]. 


LOUGHBOROUGH CORPORATION 
[By Orprr]. 


BILL 


NORWICH UNION LIFE INSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [By Orper}. 


WEYBRIDGE AND 
THAMES ELECTRIC 
[By OrpEg]. 


SUPPLY BILL 


Reid the third time, and passed. 


GREAT NORTHERN (IRELAND) AND 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL [ By 
Oxper]. 

*THe DEPUTY - CHAIRMAN (Mr. 


JErrrEYs (Hampshire, N.) said the 
Chairman of Ways and Means, who was 
unable to be present himself owing to 
illness, had requested him to move this 
Motion. He had also asked him to 
explain that his right hon. friend only 
put down the Motion because he under- 
stood that the Standing Orders Com- 
mittee agreed to it, but if they did not 
agree to it he was not to force it through. 
Both the promoters and the opponents 
to the Bill were of opinion that if it were 
referred back to the Committee it would 


save discussion in the House, and _ his | 
right hon. friend the Chairman of Com- | 


mittees understood that the Committee 


on Standing Orders agreed to have it | 
refer ed back to them because the petition | 
not being put in to time was due to an/| 


error. In former days petitions against 
a Bill had to be put in within ten days 
alter the First Reading, but it was 


decided to alter the Standiag Order so | 


tha’ now all petitions must be ‘put-in by 
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| copy of the old Standing Orders, and it 
'was due to that that the error had 


oe /occurred. He begged to move. 


“That 
‘Committee on Standing Orders of 14th 
| March 


| Bll be referred back 


| respect 
| Deputy-Chairman.) 


| Motion. 


WALTON - UPON- | 


/was exaggerated. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
the Resolution of the Select 


in the case of the Petition 
of the Portadown Urban District Council 
praying to be heard against the said 
to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders with a 
view to consider whether, under the 
circumstances of the case, Standing 
Order 128 should be dispensed with in 
of the said Petition.”—(The 


*Mr. JOHN / ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
tushcliffe) said this was an exceptional 
Tt did not instruct the Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders to do 
anything but to re-consider a decision 
they had already arrived at. He thought 
the language of the right hon. Gentleman 
So far as he knew, 
the Committee on Standing Orders had 
expressed no wish to have this referred 
back to them. He objected to the 
Motion on the previous Friday, because 
it was made on a Friday—that was the 
extent of his objection. He did not 
feel warranted in opposing it now that 
the Chairman of Ways and Means had, 
on his own responsibility and after due 
consideration, put the Motion on the 
Paper, but he wished strongly to 
emphasise its exceptional nature. 

Wat- 


Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, 


ford) said the right hon. Gentleman the 


Deputy-Chairman was a little misin- 


| formed when he said he understood the 


Standing Orders Committee wished this 
back; that was too strong a term. It 
was a most unusual course for the House 
to refer back to the Committee a matter 
upon which they had come to a decision 
and reported. But he did not intend to 
offer any opposition to the Motion. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, — E.) 
said so far as he knew there had not 
been any consultation with the Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders as to the 


February 12th. It appeared that the | propriety of this proposal. The Standing 
Parliamentary agents had obtained a | O ders Committee had nothing to do with 


2C 2 





123 Great Northern and 


the merits of the Bill. They had merely 
to say whether the Standing Order should 
be dispensed with. This was a some- 
what important matter for the House of 
Commons. The question was whether 
they were going to remit back to the 
Standing Orders Committee a question 
which they had already determined for 
their reconsideration. It was an unusual 
Motion, but not an unprecedented one. 
In former years cases had been remitted 
to the Standing Orders Committee, but 
in all the precedents for a Motion of this 
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Midland Railway Bill. 


kind the Chairman of Committees had 
been able to say there were certain new 
facts which had not come to the know- 
ledge of the Standing Orders Committee, 
As a member of the Committee he sin- 
cerely hoped the House would not assent 
to this Motion unless some really fresh 
facts were going to be adduced. 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 104 ; Noes, 
93. (Division List No. 104.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW.( Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Fred’k George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bull, William James 

Caldwell, James | 
Campbell, JHM (Dublin Univ. | 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Davenport, William: Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Sir T. R. (T’r Hamlets) | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.JB.{Inv’n’ss}B ghs) 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert} 


Mr, Buchanan. 





AYES. 


Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Freder’k 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (T’rH’ml’ts 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Marg. of (Lond’nd’ry 
Heath,Sir James (Staff'ds. N.W 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Houston, Robert Paterson 


| Howard, John (Kent, Favers’m 


Hovier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Law Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm., F. (Liverpoul) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M-Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb’r’h, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh’re 


| Milvain, Thomas 


Moore, §William 


NOES. 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwics, Charles 
Ffrench,*Peter 








Morrison. James Archibald 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward '. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Rt. HnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (T’n’t’n 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Charles Craig and Mr. Lons- 
dale. 


Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,NE 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardie, J. Keir (Merthyr T’vil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 
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Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F. (Ac’r’gton 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

MKillop W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 
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| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
| Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
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Roche, John 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR.( Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Fuller and Mr. J. H. Whitley. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [By Orper]. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [By Orper]. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL [By 
ORDER]. 


Read a second time and committed. 


SUPPLY [4ru Attorrep Day] [5ru Aprit] 
REPORT. 

Order read for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment [6th April] to 
Resolution, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,101,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Pay, &c., of 
His Majesty’s Army (including Army 
deserve) at Home and Abroad (exclusive 
of India), which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
dist day of March, 1906.° 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out ‘£10,101,000,’ and insert 
* £10,100,900.’ ’—( Mr. McCrae.) 
Question again proposed, “ That 


‘£10,101,000” stand part of the said 
Resolution.” 


Captain BAGOT (continuing _ his 
remarks) said it was impossible to in- 
crease the numbers of the forces, to 
Improve their efficiency, and at the 
same time to reduce expenditure. It 
had been assumed that a large reduction 
of the Volunteers was contemplated. 
No one would be more opposed to such a 


proposal than he, but that was not the 





intention of the Secretary of State. 
The right hon. Gentleman desired to 
increase the efficiency of the force, which 
perhaps involved some numerical re- 
duction, and he believed that the pro- 
posal would meet with general approval. 

Comparatively little had been said about 
the Regular Army, which, after all, was 
the nucleus of our military forces, and 
therefore the most important. Every 
Secretary of State for War was expec- 
ted to make bricks without straw; he 
had to provide a Regular Army, and 
constantly had the military forces of the 
Continent held up before him, but he 


| was told at the same time that he must 


not incur any great expenditure. There 
was only one other country with which 
a comparison could really be made if it 
was desired to see whether we were get- 
ting fair value for our money, and that 
was the United States. It was no good 
talking about what was done by France, 
Russia, or Japan, where men were taken 
compulsorily and paid sufficient just to 
keep body and soul together. In the 
United States, where they had a volun- 
tary Army, the cost per soldier was three 
times the amount paid in this country. 
If the country was not prepared to 
increase the pay of the soldier so as to 
compete more fairly with the unskilled 
labour market, the Army would have to 
be popularised by the removal of restric- 
tions on the liberty of the soldier when 
off duty. Taken ull round, the soldier 
was much better off than he used ‘0 be, 
but things must be looked at as they 
were, and there was undoubtedly a feeling, 
possibly inherited from past times, that 
the position of a soldier was not quite 
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so good as that of an ordinary working | rather expensive, but in time of war 
man. That being so, he was prepared | there could be no greater economy, 


to advocate views which he knew were | 
not popular, especially with the older 
generation of military officers. Recruits 
would be more quickly obtained if there 
was a general and practical recognition 
of the fact that in this country the general 
tendency amongst working men for the 
last thirty or forty years had been to- 
wards increased freedom. No doubt 
certain restrictions in the case of the 
soldier had been relaxed. He remem- 
bered when soldiers were not allowed to 
play cricket or football, or to smoke in 
the public streets, or, under any circum- 
stances, to wear plain clothes. These 
were small matters, but they were of 
considerable importance to the soldier. 
Old-fashioned officers, especially those 
who favoured the German school, were 
inclined to think that the end of the 
world would come, or some terrible 
military catastrophe happen, if the 
British soldier was placed much more on 
the footing of the free working man of 
this country. Personally, however, he 
could see no reason why, for instance, 
a soldier should not be allowed to have 
a suit of plain clothes in the barrack- 
room to wear under certain restrictions. 
There was also the question of hours, 
full-grown men being expected to be in 
bed and lights out by 10.50. Con- 
siderable extensions of freedom might 
be given in regard to many of these 
comparatively trifling matters, and he 
believed the result would be greatly to 
popularise the Army. 


Another matter to which he desired to 
refer was the Intelligence Department. The 
South African War taught us that our In- | 
telligence Department was much behind- 
hand, and the country was promised 
that considerable increases should be 
made. In Germany the number of 
officers in the Intelligence Department 
was about 200, but in this country 
was only from twenty to forty. There 
had doubtless been some 


alterations | 


made, but from an examination of the | 
Estimates he was unable to ascertain | 


where the increases had taken place, 
and many Members would be glad of an 
assurance from the right hon. Gentleman 
that a genuine increase had been made. 
In time of peace an efficient Intelligence 
Department doubtless appeared to be 


Captain Bagot. 


| 
| 


| Army. 


With regard to the Auxiliary Forces, 


|there was considerable difficulty under 


present arrangements in finding out 
who would be prepared to go out 
in time of emergency to fill up the 
ranks either in the infantry or in 
the cavalry of the Regular Army, 
The question was discussed on a previous 
occasion, and the right hon. Gentleman’s 
predecessor promised a scheme under 
which Yeomary privates who could ride 
and shoot well should be registered and 
given a bounty of £5 a year, and then, 
on emergency, be drafted at once into the 
cavalry or mounted infantry abroad. 
The proposal was not received with 
favour by Yeomanry officers in the 
House, but from conversations he had 
had with Yeomanry officers and men 
outside he believed it would be a good 
scheme, and he hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would consider the matter 
with a view to its adoption. 


Masor SEELY wished to bring the 
House back to the purpose with which 


this reduction was moved, viz., de- 
finitely to challenge the scheme of 
the Secretary of State. Much had 


been said as to the difficulty of under- 
standing what was really intended. He 
thought, however, most Members under- 
stood what the right hon. Gentleman 
meant, but it appeared that the right hon. 
Gentleman meant one thing and the 
House of Commons another. If that 
were so, it was highly undesirable that 
the House should be led into adopting a 
scheme which the majority believed would 
have disastrous effects on the Militia, 
Volunteers, and Yeomanry. The oppon- 
ents of the scheme challenged the right 
hon. Gentleman’s proposal to have a short: 
service Army to stay home in time of 
peace and to go abroad in time of 
national emergency. He would not 
identify himself with many of the hard 
things which had been said about the 
Secretary of State. The right hon. 
Gentleman had undoubtedly discouraged 
the Volunteers and the Militia, but not 
intentionally. Many Members sympa- 
thised with much that he recommended, 
but they wholly dissented from his 
proposal with regard to a short-service 
Their first reason was that, 
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whether intentionally or not, it would 
undoubtedly tend to abolish the Militia. 
If they formed a home -service Army 
what would be the use of the Militia ? 
Their purpose would be practically gone. 
Every man who was asked to join the 
Miliix under the new order of things, 
would reply, “‘ What useful purpose can 
we serve, because the short-service Army 
supplies all that is wanted.” To form a 
home-service Army would be unfortunate, 
because it would mean the abolition of 
the Militia. Not only would it un- 
doubtedly tend to make the Militia die 
away, but it would also have a disastrous 
effect on the Volunteers. The object of 
the Volunteers was to keep alive a spirit 
of patriotism and to provide a school of 
arms. These who belonged to the more 
rational school believed that, after ail, 
although invasion was unlikely, it was 
still possible. New inventions might 
entirely modify naval strategy. There- 
fore, the country should take from every 
man what he could give in the way of 
military service, and in the Volunteers 
the country had the means of obtaining 
those services. 


The Secretary for War told the 
House he had the highest opinion of 
the Volunteers. All he could say was 
that the Volunteers did not think so. In 
the course of the debate it had been 
pointed out that the value of the Volun- 
teers was not only for home defence, 
but the possibility that they would be 
able to help the country in the case of a 
great war. The right hon. Centleman 
said the idea that they could be relied 
upon to reinforce the Regular Army was 
a pure delusion, and he stated that when 
they were called upon during what was 
known as “The Black Week,” only 
10,000 were found ready to go to South 
Africa. That was a very unfair im- 
putation to place upon the Volunteers. 
The right hon. Gentleman wished the 
House to believe that only 10,000 out of 
200,000 Volunteers could be found ready 
to go to the war. They were all aware 
that when the officers made the call for 
men, thev readily obteined some 60 or 
7 per cent. of their regiments for active 
service. The home-service Army was 
designed to provide a safeguard for the 
country which it was supposed the Volun- 
teers could not give. Further, the forma- 
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tion of a home-service Army would be a 
bad thing from the point of view of policy, 
because it would make small wars more 
easy and great wars more disastrous. 
This new system would place large forces 
at the disposal of the Minister for War 
and the Government, and this would 
undoubtedly encourage them to engage 
in war. What was more, they would not 
have a strong body of public opinion to 
warn them as to the result, because the 
people would have come more and more 
to look upon the home-service Army as 
the only fighting force with which they 
needed to concern themselves. The re- 
sult would be that the people would be 
merely onlookers, and would not feel any 
responsibility themselves; and _ con- 
sequently they would not exert that re- 
straining influence upon the Govern- 
ment which a wiser system would secure. 


Reports. 


Another point was, would this force 
really provide what they wanted? He 
stated most emphatically that it would 
not. It would provide a portion, but it 
could not possibly provide anything more 
than a tithe of what was wanted for a 
really great and desperate struggle. 
When such a struggle would come none 
of them could say, but the First Lord of 
the Admiralty had stated that the defence 
of the Indian frontier was the principal 
military problem for this country, and he 
pointed out that it was far easier for a 
certain Power to place troops on that 
fronticr than in the part of the world 
where she was now fighting. The Secre- 
tary for War said that it was not ships 
alone that had overthrown Russia, but 
the Japanese army as well. But what 
army did Japan require to face a smaller 
force than it was held that this country 
might have to face on the Indian frontier ? 
Japan had mobilised 830,0CO men_ to 
achieve what she had achieved. They 
all hoped that such a terrible ordeal 
would never come to this country, but 
nevertheless it was just as_well to look 
facts squarely in the face. According to 
Lord Selborne, what they wanted for this 
great struggle was 800,000 men. He 
did not say thet Lord Selborne was 
right, but his Lordship belonged to 
the same school as, the Secretary of 
State for,War. His, point was that a 
home - service Army would never pro- 
vide that number. In November, 1903, 
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the Prime Minister said that, in a really 
great struggle, they could not depend 
upon the Regular Army alone, and 
they could only rely upon a patriotic 
people trained to arms, full of that self- 
sacrifice which alone could ensure victory. 
They condemned the home-service Army 
on four grounds. In the first place it 


would ruin the Militia; secondly, it | 


would damage the Volunteers ; thirdly, 
it would lessen the sense of responsi- 
bility for the defence of this country 
which rested upon the people; and 


fourthly, it would not provide them | 
Nothing | 


with the thing they needed. 


would provide them with that except | 


the self-sacrifice of the people as a 
whole. 
demned the home-service Army. He 
did not say they all condemned it, but 
they all looked upon it as a dangerous 
experiment which ought not to be tried 
until the House had expressed its opinion 
upon it. 
in the debate they knew that many hon. 
Members opposite viewed this proposal 
with much alarm. They had been told 
that the Committee of Defence was not 
unanimous upon it. Therefore, it would 
be well if the right hon. Gentleman 


would tell the House whether there was | 


any truth in the rumour that the forma- 
tion of a home-service Army did not 
command the assent of the Army Council 
or of the Committee of Defence. 


The Secretary for War would, no doubt, 
ask what was to be put in place of the 
home-service Army. 
might be found by which an agreement 
might possibly be reached. If it were 
ascertained that the Militia would be 
prepared as a body to accept liability 
for foreign service, it would then, no 
doubt, be wise to level up that force, 
and possibly to give its members a longer 
period of training. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: How long ? 


Mayor SEELY said that six months 
had been suggested. This period had 
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For those reasons they con- | 


From what they had heard | 


He thought means | 
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for the purpose the right hon. Gentleman 
had in view. What hon. Members on 
that side of the House said was that they 
would not have the home-service Army 
until they had tried another plan. If it 
were essential to have such a force, im- 
provement of the Militia afforded the 
better means of attaining thatend. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman to 
say whether he was determined to go 
through with the home-service Army 
scheme, whether he had the support of 
the Army Council in the proposal to 
proceed with the enlistment of a short- 
service Army to stay at home except in 
time of war, whether the Committee 
|of Defence were unanimous and pro- 
posed to support him in forming a home- 
service Army, and whether the Com- 
mittee of Defence and the Army Council 
were prepared to go through with the 
necessary concomitants of the formation 
of this short-service Army. He believed 
that the proposals of the right hon. 
| Gentleman would empty the Exchequer, 
and sap the patriotism of the people. 





*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth) 
said the Secretary for War would 
'clear up a great deal of the mystery 
which hung around the question of 
ithe Militia if he would tell them 
| exactly what would be the position of the 
Militia if his scheme were carried into 
| effect and what his scheme exactly was. 
In the Hampshire regiment there were 
three battalions; one was at Malta, one 
in England, the third was the Militia 
| battalion, and there was a depot at 
| Winchester. When the present scheme 
| was carried into operation what would 
| happen ? Where would the first battalion 
be 4 Where would the second battalion 
'be, and where would the Militia be! 
| The hon. Member for Tunbridge had very 
| wisely said what his remedies were for 
the evils which existed at the present 
/ time, and named two which he believed 
| were undoubted and unanswerable. The 
first was the position of the adjutant of 
the depot. There was no doubt that 





been suggested by Militia officers as | the adjutant of the depot was in the posi: 
feasible, and if the recruits could sleep | tion of trying to serve two masters. Dur- 
out of barracks it would be an advantage, | ing cleven months of the year he knew 
because they wished as few as possible | that the eyes of the colonel of the regi- 
of them to be maintained in barracks. | ment were upon him, and loyal as he 
There were also other suggestions for| might be to the Militia battalion and 
making the Militia more serviceable! anxious as he might be to promote its 
Major Seely. 
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interests, he could not properly at the 
same time satisfy the requirements made 
upon him by the colonel of his regiment 
in respect of the Line battalions. The 
second point made by his hon. friend 
was that in the Militia they had a school 
of arms. In this respect his experience 
showed that although the Militiaman was 
a rough article when he went up for drill, 
at the end of a month he was quite a dil- 
ferent man,and at the end of three months 
he would be on the high way to be fit for 
the front line of battle. In the case of 
national emergency it had been proved 
that they would go abroad, and he had 
no doubt that if the promised Bill 
was proceeded with it would not be 
unpopular, not only amongst the officers 
who might be called upon, but amongst 
the men also. Militiamen did make 
great sacrifice in the services they gave. 
He did not think that if the request 
to be made liable for foreign service was 
put before them the Militia would hesi- 
tate in any way about accepting that 
responsibility, and they would willingly 
agree to give their services abroad. 
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Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) asked the Secretary of 
State for War to say whether, in reducing 
the British garrison in Egypt and the 
Soudan from 3,000 to 1,000, proper 
consideration had been given to the 
opinions of military men and civilians 
who knew the country. We had in 
Kgypt and the Soudan enormous British 
interests, and surely a force of 3,000 
men was small indeed to uphold those 
interests in a region extending to 
1,250,000 square miles. He understood 
that the cavalry were to be altogether 
withdrawn, and that there was to be 
a large reduction in the artillery. He 
recently had an opportunity of dis- 
cussing this matter with military men 
and civilians in Egypt and the Soudan, 
who were from personal knowledge in a 
better position than the Secretary of 
State for War to form a sound judgment, 
and they regarded the recall of a portion 
of the British forces as a possible cause 
of peril in the future of a very serious 
character. Egypt was the half-way 
house to India, and it might be of im- 
portance in time of emergency to have 
an even larger proportion of the British 
Army there. When it was femembered 
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that in the last ten years we had in- 
creased the expenditure on the Army 
by £10,000,000, the House had a right 
to know whether we had proportionately 
increased our ability to defend our 
world-wide Empire. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
had stated that what we needed was 
not a larger Army, but a more perfectly 
organised and efficient Army, and he 
also stated that no one outside of the 
War Office believed we were getting any- 
thing like value forourmoney. The hon. 
Member believed that was the general 
opinion of the country. This enormous 
increase in expenditure had brought no 
corresponding increase in the efficiency of 
the forces. We did not need that the 
Regular Army should be a dual Army. 
Why should we have departed from 
the Cardwell scheme of seven years with 
the colours and five years in the Re- 
serve? That scheme answered the pur- 
pose well. Why should we not be free 
from the absolute chaos which a dual 
Army would bring about ? 


Report. 


He was sure the whole nation was 
astonished at the proposal put for- 
ward to reduce the Volunteer force. 
Surely the needs of the Empire would 
dictate that instead of being re- 
duced, the Vclunteer force should be 
doubled, and, by proper treatment, 
made more popular. He considered that 
it was simply a disgrace that officers in 
that force should have to pay out of 
their own pockets a large proportion of 


the expenses for keeping the force 
going. If the Volunteers were to re- 


ceive proper encouragement their num- 
bers might be doubled. What a splendid 
recruiting ground that would form for 
the Regular Army! The nation had 
become absolutely sick of the endless 
schemes put forward for Army reorgani- 
sation without any result in efficiency. 
Last year the Secretary of State for War 
said, practically, that if his proposals 
were not accepted he would no longer 
remain in that office, and this session he 
came to the House and propounded a 
very much varied scheme which had 
made confusion worse confounded. No 
man knew what the scheme of Army 
reform and reorganisation was. There 
had been so much “I, T, I,” in the right 
hon. Gentleman’s speeches, and so little 
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in regard to what the proposals of the 
Government were, that really hon. Mem- 
bers did not know where they were. It 
was no use whatever for the right hon. 
Gentleman to repeat what he himself 
desired ; what they wanted to know was 
what the proposals of the Government 
were, 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) asked whether the words 
“ outlying and inefficient ” in the Memo- 
randum were to be considered as being 
interchangeable. He admitted that there 
were many inefficient companies, but at 
the same time he thought that many of 
the outlying companies were ideal com- 
panies. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8S.) said he 
knew that the hon. Member for the 
Barnsley Division was a great authority 
on the Chinese army, and on all matters 
pertaining to that great people. The 
hon. Gentleman had now extended his 
travels to Egypt, and he was seriously 
disturbed as to the weakening of the 
garrison there. It was interesting to 
know that the hon. Gentleman was a 
strong supporter of the Cardwell system. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition had given a pronounce- 
ment in which he avowed himself a 
determined follower of the Cardwell sys- 
tem, which was instituted when the right 
hon. Gentleman was a young man in 
the House of Commons. He clung to it 
with all the affection of youth and en- 
thusiasm. The junior Member for Old- 
ham had become a convert to it. The 
hon. Member for East Bristol had been 
in his day a great and ardent Army 
reformer, but his days of dash and de- 
fiance seemed to have passed, and he 
was now a humble follower of the Leader 
of the Opposition. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I ex- 
pressed my adherence a year ago to 
the Cardwell system when, I think, I was 
the only private Member who did so. , . 


*Mr PEEL said it seemed that the 
hon. Member had been a pioneer among 
private Members in leading them back 
to the Cardwell fold. The hon. Member 
for the Barnsley Division and the junior 
Member for Oldham had expressed them- 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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selves as supporters of the formula of 
seven and five years as against the nine 
and three years advocated by the Secre- 
tary for War. But it was not difficult 
to recognise that seven and five was the 
same as eight and four, and the majority 
of people did not see any great difference 
of principle between eight and four and 
nine and three. Indeed, any intelligent 
foreigner after listening to these debates 
would come to the conclusion that this 
country*had no need of any Army at all. 
The question of invasion had been scouted, 
He knew that the right hon. Gentleman 
on the Treasury Bench strongly repudi- 
ated the suggestion that he advocated 
five men in a dinghy. He was not him- 
self a convinced adherent of the dinghy 
policy. As to the North-West frontier 
of India, that danger had been entirely 
disposed of by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
although thejhon. Member for Stepney 
sneered at the doctrines prevailing in 
military circles in India that there was 
anything to fear in that quarter. Really, 
therefore, they were led almost to the 
conclusion that no Army was wanted at 
all. The striking force which they had 
been told was necessary for the purpose 
of small wars was really only necessary 
during the existence of a Unionist Gov- 
ernment because it was established on 
almost irrefragable evidence that the 
existence of a Unionist Government in 
power was coincident with the existence 
of small wars, and that with the dis- 
appearance of the Unionist Government 
the small wars almost instantly dis- 
appeared. He largely agreed with the 
criticism of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen who said 
that it was really impossible to discuss 
questions in regard to the Militia and 
Volunteers unless they had previously 
discussed the possibility of the invasion 
of this country and the question of the 
vulnerability of the Indian frontier. It 
would have been better to have bad a 
debate on the great questions of policy 
first, and after that criticism upon de- 
tails would have been more.fruitiul. 


He desired to deal with the question of 
the Militia, and he was inclined to think 
the Secretary for War was not departing 
from the aim he avowed last year; he 
was only altering his method, The 
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Militia was not to be abolished ; it was 
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to be transformed. First the force was 
to be made liable to be sent for service 
abroad, and it followed that they 
must have the training that would fit 
them to meet a foreign army, and, accord- 
ing to the right hon. Gentleman, two 
years training was the least they should 
receive. It was very disturbing to officers 
and men in the Militia to be kept in the 
dark concerning the changes that were 
to take place in the force until the right 
hon. Gentleman had obtained a sufficient 
number of men on the nine years service 
to make up the Indian drafts. Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman might say 
that it was difficult to prophesy con- 
cerning the future, but he should bring 
forward some plan. He did not think 
it would be possible to conduct an ordi- 
nary private business on the principles 
which seemed to animate the Secretary 
for War in conducting the business of 
the Army. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that he was succeeding in getting 
men for his long-service Army, but he 
admitted that he was not getting men for 
the short-service Army. When there 
were these two competing systems they 
had got to consider how the ordinary 
soldier looked upon them. ‘Tae ordinary 
soldier might draw an invidious distinc- 
tion between the foreign-service Army 
and the home-service Army. But the 
whole of the system of a long-service Ariny 
and a short-service Army depended on 
the relation that was to be established 
between the battalions at home and the 
battalions abroad. Without going into 
too great details, the right hon. Gentle- 
mau might give some explanation as to 
what these relations were to be. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: May I 
say a word in reply to the hon. Member 
for Barnsley? I assure him that if I 
smiled it was not a cynical smile, but an 
amused smile, because I regret that though 
his residence in Egypt has introduced him 
to distinguished acquaintances they were 
not able to give him better information. 
He referred to the reduction of the gar- 
rison of Egypt, and he appeared to regard 
that as one of the many crimes of the War 
Otfice. The hon. Member was only 500 
per cent. wrong in his figures. The 
garrison of Egypt is not 1,000, but 
something over 3,090. The reduction 
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was not made by uninformed untravelled 
persons alone. It was mad> at the 
express request, and on the urgent re- 
presentations, of Lord Cromer himself. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : The essence 
of my statement was that there had been 
a substantial reduction of the garrison of 
Kgypt, and if I made a mistake in the 
exact figure that does not affect the 
question of a large reduction having beza 
made, 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I need 


not press the matter any farther. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: 


duction has be2n made ? 


What re- 


*Mrx. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The re- 
duction has been a battalion of infantry, 
a battery of artillery, and a regiment of 
cavalry. Let me come to the main sub- 
jects of this debate, the last, I suppose, 
of the rather prolonged series we have 
had on this subject. I wish just to ask 
the House to go back to the beginning 
of the situation. I want them, if they 
can, to get rid of the idea that I, in this 
matter, have been acting as a sort of will- 
o’-the-wisp, trying to carry out ,my 
own particalar views without any rela- 
tion to the facts. What are the facts ? 


When I came into office two documents 
confronted me, or rather one document. 
The other was presented to me shortly 
afterwards. One was the Report of the 
War Commission. The second was the Re- 
port of the Auxiliary Forces Commission. 
Those two documents were crammed 
full of lessons, lessons which were urged 
upon the War Department, upon this 
House, and upon the country. We were 
told that we should be criminal if we 
neglected to pay attention to those les- 
sons and to follow the guidance which 
those lessons gave us. What were they ? 
Let me give one or two examples. We 
were told by the War Commission that 
there had been a very serious state of 
things at the time of the outbreak of the 
South African War—that the Reserves 
were inadequate for carrying out that 
war, that the units were inadequate for 
prosecuting that war, and that we had 
to relieve the country from the recur- 
ence of a similar state of things in the 
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future. Was it or was it not my duty to 
try and fall in with those recommenda- 
tions and give effect to them ? That has 
been the principal object of our concern. 


We are endeavouring to do two things 
—to provide an adequate number of units 
in time of war and to provide an adequate 
Reserve. We have heard over and over 
again that a recurrence to the seven 
and five years system would enable us 
to meet the requirements of the War 
Commission’s Report—that it would give 
us the Reserve we require in time of war. 
I say, without hesitation, that is a fallacy. 
It is not so; it cannot be so; and if it 
were true, which it is not, it would 
become absolutely ludicrous when you 
couple with that proposition the other 
proposition to reduce the number of 
Regular battalions. I challenge con- 
tradiction when I say that the seven 
and five vears system did not give us, and 
will not give us in the future, the Reserves 
we require or the reinforcement: for the 
Army in time of war. 1 do not challenge 
contradiction further, because the ching 
is so obvious, that if that be so 
the reduction of battalions would still 
further reduce that Reserve. 


What was the conclusion we drew 
from that state of things? We came 
to the conclusion that you must change 
the organisation of the Regular Army 
in such a way that you will have a 
larger number of cadres, a larger number 
of officers, and a larger Reserve. Some 
hon. Members have spoken of the Ke- 
serve as being destroyed, of their being 
an insufficient and inefficient Reserve. 
Let us examine that proposition. The 
Reserve which will be formed will be 
a double Reserve. That is no new thing. 
There are Rserves formed from two 
classes of men in the Army now, and there 
always have been. There are in every 
other army; there are in the Navy. 
It is said that the Reserve will be in- 
sufficient. That is an entire mistake. 
It will be far in excess of any Reserve 
we have ever had. It is said it will be 
inefficient. The men who furnish it 
will have had some training---training 
that is given to every soldier in every 
army in every country except our own. 
There are one or two exceptions, but I 
need not dwell upon them. They will 
have had more than that. We have been 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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now for the last four years passing men 
into the Reserve with under three years 
training. They will have nine years in 
the Reserve without any training at all, 
Men who are passed from the short- 
service battalion will be trained during 
their Reserve period; training which | 
believe to be absolutely essential for the 
proper utilisation of any Reserve at all. 
And why are we to be told that these 
Reserve men are inefficient for the pur- 
noses of war? Just look at the argu- 
ment. We are told that we are creating 
a second class, an inferior class, of soldiers, 
It is admitted that we cannot get a 
sutlicient Reserve for the Army in time 
of war out of a long-service Array ; and 
we have been told, over and over again, 
that we are to supplement that deficient 
Reserve by taking men from the 
Auxiliary Forces. Well, I do not 
quarrel with that. But who will pre- 
tend that the Reservist we can take 
from the Auxiliary Forces will be as 
well qualified as is the Reservist who has 
been pronounced to be inefficient ? As 
T explained the other day, the Militia- 
man under the present system, apart from 
any increased training, would require 
sixteen years service in order to obtain 
the same amount of training as the 
soldier who has been trained for two 
years with the colours. When [ am 
told that these men are unsatisfactory 
and useless, | ask how can that pro- 
position be maintained when we are 
asked to put in their place men who have 
received only one-s'xteenth of their 
training? I must not be told that 
these men are ineffective for the purposes 
of war; they receive exactly the same 
training as the Reservists of every Con- 
tinental country with the exception of 
Holland and Switzerland. I ask, are 
we right or wrong in endeavouring to 
give effect to the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission on the War with 
respect to the formation of a larger 
Reserve ? 


There is another document, the 
Report of the Royal Commission with 
regard to the Auxiliary Forces, which 
was presented shortly after [ assumed 
office. That Report was perfectly specific; 
there was no mistake about the value 
which was placed on the Auxiliary Forces 
under their present organisation. I be- 
lieve that the Report was received with 
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a certain amount of favour by all sections ; 
at any rate it was an impartial Report, and 
one which emanated, to a large extent, 
from officers of the Auxiliary Forces. 
It pointed out certain blemishes in the 
constitution of the Auxiliary Forces 
which it would have been folly on the 
part of any Administration to pass over 
unheeded. If the facts contained in 
that Report are correct, then I say it is 
the positive duty of the War Minister 
to take notice of them and try to remedy 
them. Hon. Members have suggested 
that I have proposed to go far in advance 
of the recommendations of that Report. 
That, I think, is inexact. I have not 
made any such proposal to the House, 


Hon. Members suggest that we ought | 


to make use of the Militia to perform the 
duties of the Regular Army, and one of 


the principal reasons given is that you | 


cannot obtain a short-service Army con- 
currently with a long-service Army, 
because the difficulties of recruiting 
are so great. There have been a great 
many prophecies made in regard to 
recruiting; I have ventured to doubt 
some of them, and hitherto do not think 
I have been inaccurate in my forecasts. 
I readily admit that if you attempt to 
recruit long and short-service men side 
by side under anything like the same 
conditions you will not get long-service 
men. But this difficulty is not peculiar 
to our administration ; the difficulty of 
recruiting is an eternal difficulty to the 
War Office and the country. My belief 
is that if you make the distinction 
between the two classes of men suffi- 
ciently marked, if you make the attrac- 
tions offered to long-service men sufficient, 
if you give them that guarantee of 
employment which I desire to give, and 
that great advance of pay which the new 
service pay enables us to give, you will 
be able to do in the Army what you 
have been able to do in the Navy—you 
will be able to get two classes of men 
side by side. Hon. Members seem to 
think that that is a new thing, but it is 
not; for under another name it has 
been going on year after year. We have 
had up to a few months ago tens of 
thousands of men enlisted in the Army 
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service at home. We have had, con- 
currently, some tens of thousands 0° men 
who have been enlisted for seven, eight, 
and nine years, who have been receiving 
a higher rate of pay, and who have been 
serving abroad. Now, is it or is it not 
Teasonable to divide those two sets of 
men according to the circumstances 
under which they serve? Short-service 
men in the future will be in exactly the 
same position, and long-service men too, 
in reference to service abroad. If the 
short-service man desires to make the 
military career his own, he can adopt 
it just as he could two years ago. I ask 
whether it is not worth while to make 
that experiment. It is an experiment by 
which we make a distinction between 
the two classes of men. 


Report. 


Let me now come to the Militia. It has 
been said that I propose to injure the Mili- 
tia and to abolish the Militia. I have made 
no proposal which by even the widest 
stretch of imagination could be described 
in these terms. On August 8th last year, 
just after I laid the proposals before the 
House, I gave a pledge that no action 
should be taken with regard to the 
Militia that was not agreeable to the 
wishes of the Militia. I now repeat 
that there is no proposal before the House 
to take the Militia battalions for the 
short-service Army against the wishes 
of the Militia. I have now ample evidence 
that, if the offer were given to the Militia 
battalions to take this service upon them, 
that offer would be responded to with 
alacrity by officers and men. We need 
not go far to seek the reason why. One 
hon. Member told us that an entirely 
different class of men go into the Militia ; 
that is a mistake. [Cries of “‘ No.”] 
I will prove it. I am quite positive 
that half of many battalions, and more 
than half of other battalions, both officers 
and men, go into the Militia for the sole 
purpose of serving for a longer period 
than the Militia period. Therefore it 
cannot be described as a revolution if 
those officers and men are given that 


/ opportunity. I will put the thing to the 
test. If the thing is not congenial to 


for three years; they have been paid | 


at a low rate, and have been entitled 
to leave the Army at the end of their 


the Militia it will not be done by the 
Militia. But I have sufficient confidence 
in the evidence which I have received 
to feel convinced that if the opportunity 
were given to the Militia they would 


term, and they enlisted entirely for, accept it. 
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*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : Does 


the right hon. Gentleman mean that this 
invitation is to be given to the Force 
piecemeal ? 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS : Supposing 
a battalion accepts the offer, what will 
be its condition ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The con- 
dition of the hon. Member’s own battalion 
will be precisely what it is now in every 
particular. Its establishment is 1,061 
men. It has 480 men, or 581 men short 
of its establishment. 1 do not know 
whether the effect of the Bill, which will 
make it compulsory on the men who enter 
that battalion to go abroad, will be to 
increase or diminish its strength. I am 
inclined to believe it will increase it. 
But there will be no change in any way 
respecting that battalion. With regard 
to the recommendation of the Norfolk 
Commission that the Militia should be 
given a longer training, we desire to make 
that experiment and to ascertain whether 
it could be carried out with advantage 
to the Militia. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : Will 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
the invitation he speaks of is to be con- 
veyed separately to the different Militia 
units, or generally to the whole force ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It cannot 
possibly be conveyed to the whole force. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN : Then 
it will be done piecemeal ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
is not to be done piecemeal. 


No; it 
The oppor- 


tunity will be given to the battalions | 
which are required, and if they do not | 
they | 


desire to accept the invitation 
will not accept the invitation. 


As to jthe recommendation otf the 
Noriolk Commission, it is that the 
training of the Militia should be increased 
to six months on enlistment. I am not 
quite clear whether that would be so 


acceptable to the Militia as is supposed. | 


I have before me the evidence of the 
Militia officer who spoke for the Militia 
Rifle Association—Colonel Holden. He 
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said he considered that any attempt to 
lengthen the annual training of the man 
would be absolutely fatal to the force, as 
it was impossible for men in employment 
to get n » than twenty-eight days in 
the year for training. I think we ought 
to pass the Bill enabling us to use the 
Militia abroad before we make these 
changes, because until then we cannot 
test the willingness of the Militia to 
accept these conditions. If recruits 
enlist under these obligations, we can 
then see if they, will consent to 
extend the period of training. I believe 
that they will; and that the ideal period 
of training is not the six months recom- 
mended by the Norfolk Commission but 
a longer one. All differences could be 
reconciled easily if this period were con- 
tinued for a year. The moment you get 
a year’s training on enlistment you get 
the whole territorial feeling with you. I 
have communications from nearly every 
county town in England offering to grant 
facilities with regard to training grounds, 
barracks, and ranges, provided we can 
quarter a territorial regiment in the 





district. You cannot do that unless the 
regiment is embodied, at any rate, 


for one year. If you bring out a battalion 
for six months, you have to consider a 
class of officers who almost cease to be 
civilians without becoming officers. How 
many Members of this House can give up 
six months in the year to attending the 
training of their battalions ? How many 
would not give up a month or six weeks 
to working with a battalion in existence ! 
I believe that the period of six months 
training may prove to be very incon- 
venient to officers and men; and though 
in obedience to the recommendations of 
the Report the experiment ought to be 
tried, | am not sure that the Militia will 
not prefer a longer or a shorter period of 
training. 








| With regard to the Volunteers, lion. 
'Members have asked me how it is 
proposed to make this reduction? We 
have proposed a very small reduction in 
the current year; and I am confident it 
can be made, without interference with 
| the earnings or efficiency of the Volunteer 
corps, by putting into force our new 
'regulations with regard to the standard 
| of physical examination of the men. If 
| we once get to this starting point, the 











— 


ee i A 





745 


Supply 


whole problem will be left to the com- 
manding officers of the Volunteer bat- 
talions. The moment you can introduce 
a reallocation of the capitation grant 
the problem becomes easy. At present 
it pays the Volunteer officer to take any 
one. I want to alter that, and put the 
Volunteer officer in this position—that 
he will be equally well remunerated if 
he exercises selection ; and directly you 
equalise the incidence of the capitation 
grant, and enable an officer to earn more 
money for an efficient man than he now 
does for an inefficient man, that would be 
possible. A distinguished Volunteer offi- 
cer told me that he could dispense with 
500 men of his own regiment with 
advantage if it would not involve pecu- 
niary loss. I want the Volunteer com- 
manding officer to be in the position 
of the Yeomanry officer, so that the 
better he makes his regiment the greater 
will be the pecuniary advantage. I 
wish to relieve him of the necessity 
under which he now stands of having to 
recruit every man, good, bad, or indiffer- 
ent, who comes to his office, because he 
is worth 35s. to him, and he cannot afford 
to lose the money. I believe that as in 
the Yeomanry you will thus level up 
the character of the force until those 
regiments which are now pointed to as 
the flower of the force are only samples 
of the bulk. 


*Mr. McCRAE inquired how the es- 
tablishment of the Volunteers was to be 
reduced by 114,000 men without inter- 
fering with the battalions now existing. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 
not difficult. The establishment has been 
for years merely a fancy figure. It has 
had no relation to the battalions or to 
the strength of the Volunteers. There 
is another possibility of reduction. I 
may mention one case the other day of 
a company supposed to be eighty strong 
which turned out on inspection thirteen 
strong. There was considerable objec- 
tion to the reduction of that company, 
but it was reduced, and I believe the 
country has been in no sense a loser 
by that reduction. The hon. Member 
for Stroud asked if the reduction was 
meant to apply to units as units because 
they were outlying. Certainly not, but 


every one will agree, if there are units 
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of the kind [ have described, it is better 
they should cease to be units. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Walsall asked a Question with regard 
to finance. It is too late to enter at 
any great length into that question ; 
but he did point out a not very cheering 
prospect of the difficulties which will 
arise in the future, as in the past, with 
regard to the expenditure of money 
on the Army, and he painted a very dark 
picture of what the future might pro- 
duce. [ cannot counter any of his 
arguments. I believe this expenditure 
will have to be met whatever Administra+ 
tion is in power, but I do not quite 
accept the gloomy conclusion he arrived 
at. I believe if you reduce the strength 
of the battalions you can reduce ex- 
penditure, but I do not contest that the 
right hon, Gentleman was right with 
regard to all the items of which he 
spoke, that they are under present con- 
ditions irreducible and will have to be met. 


The hon. Member for Dorset made 
one of those rough and ready suggestions 
of which we have had a good many 
during the course of these debates. He 
suggested that we could save a great deal 
of money by simply reducing the battalions 
to 500 men. That is an example of the 
danger of discussing these matters with- 
out some more intimate acquaintance 
with the real internal economy of the 
War Office. The hon. Member had a 
doctrine, with which { entirely agree, 
that it would be disastrous to reduce 
units. But he said, * all you have to do 
is to reduce the battalion to 500 strong, 
and there you are.” That is a mistake. 
The moment you do that you will cease 
to find any drafts for the Indian battalions 
or the necessary facilities for mobilisation 
in time of war, 


Report. 


Mayor SKELY: That is what you 
proposed. 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 1 pro- 


posed a reduced establishment and a 
short-service term. I proposed it on a 
battalion which should not send drafts 
to India, which makes all the difference. 
Another hon. Member suggested that 
we might get over many of our 
difficulties by recruiting boys for the 
Army like the Navy. There was a great 
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deal in what he said with which I have a 
great deal of sympathy ; but that, again, 
is one of those proposals which will not 
bear close examination. The difficulty 
is in the Army that you have to find em- 
ployment for these boys from the time 
they come in at fifteen until they become 
soldiers at eighteen. You cannot employ 
them in the relative number of Navy boys 
in the regiment between those ages. 
Although I believe the valuable work 
done by the Duke of York’s School might 
be extended, I am confident you cannot 
adopt the suggestion of my hon. and 
gallant friend. 


We have had a long and, I am 
sure, very useful discussion on these 
matters. I still feel that there has been 
no contribution, such as I hoped might be 
obtained, to the solution of this very 
difficult problem. The problem is there, 
and it will remain. I[ venture to express 
the belief that these propositions which 
have been ridiculed and attacked so 
frequently and from so many quarters will, 
after all, be, in a form closely resembling 
the present, made the solution of these 
problems. You must deal with this question 
of a Resorve. When you have to make 
your Reserve you will find out that short- 
service recruiting is essential. You 
wili have to keep up your Army in India 
and the Colones, and you will find out 
that long-service enl.stment is essential 
to the maintenance of that Army. If 
you go back to the seven and five years 
service you will not get your Reserve 
and you will have an enormous increase 
in the Army Estimates; you will then 
be irresistibly led to the conclusion that 
you must effect great reductons n the 
Regular Army; you may reduce some 
sixteen battalions of the Line ; in doing 
so a great mistake will be made, and the 
proposition will be set aside because you 
will be reducing units, and you will be 
destroying that which is invaluable 
to the Army-trained officers. You will 
find, just as I have found, that when you 
come to destroy historical units of the 
B itish Army you will have entered on 
a task that is practically impossible, 
so uncongenal to the people o. this 
country, and :o unprofiable that you 
wll have to recede from it. You will 
find that, so long as you make the 
Milit'a and the Line competing se vices, 
you will never get the proper quality or 

Mr. Arnold- Forster. 
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quantity of officers and men. When 
you go round to depot after depot, 
as I have done, and study the particulars 
of the Militia battalions you will find 
that what I have said is true—that, 
whilst 35,000 men are going in and out of 
the Militia, the 23,000 Militia recruits under 
twenty years of age will not furnish you 
with the material you think they ought 
to furnish, and hope they will furnish. 
You will be driven to the same conclusion 
as that to which I have been driven, 
Having before you exactly the same 
facts your conclusions will be identical, 


With regard to the Volunteers, you will 
have before you the alternative of asking 
for an immense addition to the Estimates 
to provide for a purpose which even 
then you will not fulfil, because the 
more money you give under present 
conditions, the more money you will be 
required to give, without achieving 
the object you have in view. You will 
come to the same conclusion that I have 
come to—that you must improve the 
quality at the risk of diminishing the 


number of the Volunteers. The 
Army Council is doing all it can 
to produce a Reserve of officers. 


We have already done so with regard 
to cavalry. When I say that under 
our present system the better the regi- 
ment the worse the promotion I have 
said enough to show that there may be 


some advantage in having a_ larger 
exchange of officers throughout the 
regiments of infantry. But the ques- 


tion of the shortage of officers has never 
ceased to occupy the attention of the Army 
Council. It is treated almost as a para 
mount question. If the House will do 
me the favour to read the proposals I 
have made, they will find the question 
of officers is dealt with at every stage. 
I have been accused of obscurity with 
regard to these matters, I do not think 
the charge is well founded. [Mr. Cuurcu- 
ILL : Inconsistency.] There is neither 
ambiguity nor inconsistency in my pro- 
posals. [Mr. CuHurcnuitt: Absolute 
contradiction.} I do not know how 
that may strike the hon. Member. I 
do not plead guilty to the charge. Ihave 
not been able to gather from the speeches 
that have been made that there is any 
one quite so clear in his mind as to what he 
thinks is to the advantage of the Army 
as I am. I will explain what I mean. 
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Not a single speech made 
constructive speech; and I believe that 
until hon. Members devote their minds 
to cons ructive as well as to purely 
destructive criticism, we shall get no 
further. I honestly believe that the 
main ines of Army reform are to be 
found in the proposals I have laid before 
the House, and I look “forward with 
confidence to every one ‘of those pro- 
posals being carried out.} 


has been a 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) thought that 
hon. Members on his side of the House 
and many on the other side would agree 
with him that there was much that was 
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statement of policy, but one thing was 
certain and that was that he intended 
to diminish the number of our citizen 
soldiers. The general election was at 
hand and he wanted hon. Members to 
figure to themselves what answer they 
would return if they were asked, “ Did 
you on the 6th of April vote for the 
reduction of the Volunteer force.”? Ae- 
cording as they determined how to 
answer that question would they deter- 
mine the lobby into which they 
would go. . 


Question put. 





uncertain and nebulous, and little that 
was certain in the right hon. Gentleman’s | 167. 
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ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. JErrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. ] 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2:— 


Me. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
£.) moved to leave out Sub-section 1, 
which enacted that the ‘Army Act 
siall be and remiin in force.” No- 
body knew, he said, what the Army 
Act was, especially those who were 
specially affected by it. They had that 
day passed a Resolution finding the 
money for the Regular Forces of this 
country, some 227,000 in number, and 
he did not think it was too much 
to say that there were not less than 
226,000 out of that number who had 
not the vaguest notion of what the 
Army Act under which they were to be 
governed for the next twelve months 
was, Anybody who was acquainted 
with the Army knew perfectly well 
that no steps were taken by the military 
authorities to make the provisions of the 
Act known to the men who were con- 
trolled by it. The Army Act contained 
200 sections, and consisted of 200 or 300 
pages, and if was most difficult for an 
expert lawyer to find his way through it. 
How very much more difficult it would 
be for the private soldier to do so. No 
copies of the Act were to be found in 
any of the barracks so as to be available 
for the use of the non-commissioned 
officer or the private soldier. He thought 
that in every sergevits’ mess and in 
every regimental canteen there should 
be a copy which should be available for 
the use of the units who formed the 
Regular Army. Very few of the men hid 
even the vaguest notion of the penal. 
ties to which they rendered them-elves 
liable by taking the Kiny’s shilling. There 
were no less than five parts of this Act, and 
however much they disapproved of its pro- 
visions, they could not, under the present 
system of presenting an Army (Annua!) 
Bill consisting of two or three clauses, 
amend the measure. He took one par- 


ticular thing which they were all inter- 
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ested in. Under the Army Act no man 
could be enlisted for more than twelve 
years. That might be a good or it 
might be a bad provision, but it 
ought to be possible to bring that fact 
home to the knowledge of the private 
soldier and to the officers. They were, 
however, absolutely powerless to move in 
this particular. There was another point 
to which he wished to draw the attention 
of the Committee, and he was told it was 
a good legal point, although he was not 
competent to solve it. Under Section 
176 the Army Act was applied to men 
serving in a force which had been raised 
outside the limits of the United Kingdom 
or in India and serving under Regular 
officers. Did the Act apply to a unit 
serving outside of India and the United 
Kingdom if it happened to be com- 
manded by Militia officers? There were 
many forces, especially in Somaliland, 
which were commanded by Militia officers. 
Were those forces covered by the Army 
Act? Another question which involved 
a nice point of management but not of 
law was that this Act was applied to 
Volunteers when collected together f 
there happ2ned to be two or three 
Regular soldiers in camp, but it did 
not apply to Volunteers githered 
together in large numbers and under 
a cortain amount of military control 
if there did not happen to be one 
or two Regular soldiers in camp. This 
raised a question of policy which they 
were not able to discuss, but he would ask 
whether, if the Act did not apply to 
Volunteers when so engaged, it ought not 
to be made to apply in future. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 23, to leave out Sub-section 
(1).°—(Ur. Charles Hobhouse.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out to the second 
word ‘the,’ in page 2, line 26, stand 
part of the clause.” 


*The SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNoiD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) said the hon. Member was under a 
misapprehension in saying that the Army 
Act was inaccessible to soldiers and was 
not available for their use. It was printed 
in the Manual of Military Law, and it 
was distributed to all persons concerned. 
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The Act had been proposed for many 
years in tlie same form, and there was no 
in ention of n aking any change either in 
its form or substance. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) inquired 


if the Act did not largely consist 
of a number of charges formulated 
in legal and military language, to 


deal with officers who were guilty of 
military crimes. He presumed that 
he was right in assuming that these 
charges had not in any way been altered 
from the particular charges which had 
been before them on every previous yeer. 
Therefore he asked the Secretary o! State 
for War this Question: Why was it when 
they were going through the form of 
elaborately passing this code in regard 
to a great number of charges under which 
Courts-martial could be held, so many 
officers were dismissed from the Army, 
not by a regular trial but by a purely 
arbitrary process of dismissal, which was 
carried out by ihe War Office itsel!. He 
submitted that it was unnecessarily taking 
up the time of the Committee for them 
to be asked to go through the form of 
passing this elaborate ecde under this 
Act, unless when officers were said to have 
committed offences which were chargeable 
under the forms of this Act they should 
be given the opportunity of a trial by 
Court-martial. He observed that there 
was one charge forth im the Act 
which would cover a very celebrated 
case which occurred two years ago. The 
words dealt with any officer guilty of 
wilfully neglecting his duty and were 
formally set out in the Act, and yet an 
officer of the 2nd Life Guards, who was 
accused of not having taken steps to put 
down disorder in his regiment, was not 
brought to trial under this Act but was 
dismissed by the War Office, without being 
heard in his own defence, and without 
having an opportunity of calling wit- 
nesses in his own defence. He admitted 
that the military authorities must have a 
discretionary power of selection, and if 
an officer was unsuitable should be able 
to dismiss him from the Army on the 
ground that it was not for the advantage 
of the public service that he should be 
ietained He did not challenge that 
great power, but itshould be very 
sparingly used, and whenever it was 
possible to bring an officer to trial by 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


set 
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Court-martial, he should be so brought to 
trial, and whenever the accusation came 
within the 200 charges of this Army Act 
the officer should be so brought to trial. 
South African cases had occurred where 
officers had been dismissed from tle 
Army, not because they were not qualified 
Lut because they had committed some 
offence in regard to which some charge 
could be made under this Act, but the 
War Offce, instead of going through the 
form of Court-martial, chose to exercise 


its arbitrary power. He was one of 
these who thought that Courts- mar- 
tial should be much more irequent 


in the higher portions of the Army then 
they now were. It would be much better 
io have a trial instead of hustling officers 
out without inquiry in cases in which 
they were clearly amenable to law. One 
of the referred to an officer in 
South Africa who raised the white flag— 
a very disgraceful thing to do, as he was 
sure hon. Member for Peckham 
would agree, as he the only 
member of the protectionist party 
who did not raise the white flag the 
other nigh: when there was a division 
on. 


cases 


the 


Was 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): I wish to ask you, 
Mr. Chairman, whether it 1s in order to 
dise f an officer which 
occurred some time ago under the Army 
Annual! Act 


the case of 


LISS 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: A case 
of that kind would be rather remote, but 
of course the hon. Gentleman can discuss 
the original Act, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said his desire was 


to call attention to the growth of the 
impropriety of dismissing officers without 


trial when thev could be tried in the 
Army by being court-martialled. He 
feared that very often men were dis- 
missed through pure personal spite. 


There was the case against an officer who, 
if the charge against him was true, com- 
mitted a disgraceful offence, tor which he 
could have been shot if he had been tried. 
But nothing of the sort happened. The 
War Office did not like trying officers by 
Courts-martial, they would much rather 
smuggle them out of the Army and not 
have a scandal. It was this pract.ce 
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which resulted in half of the injustices {| House had every reason to complain that 


which existed inthe Army. Inthe Navy, 
however, officers were frequently tried by 
Court-martial for dere‘iction of duty, 
und he put forward the plea that a 
similar course should be followed 
in the Army for the — protection 
of olficers. He heard a case the other 
dav, which occurred in South Africa, of a 
lieutenant-colonel who was accused of 
having used some insolent language to 
the officer commanding his district. The 
language of the Army Act would have 
eovered that, and the War Office could 
have charged that officer in such a way 
have allowed him to bring 
evidence forward in his own defence. 
But what did the War Office do? They 
did not avail themselves of this Act, 
they found it much more convenient to 
tell the wretched officer that he was 
placed on half pay. He wrote immedi- 
ately and asked for the protection to 
which he was entitled, but was told that 
no further communication would be 
entertained. He wrote to the King, but 
that was a mere formality—it would not 
he respectful to svy a mere farce—and 
the answer was held by the same officials 
vho dealt with the before, that 
they had carefully investigated the case 
no occasion to reopen it. He 
took advantage of this case to impress 
upon the Secretary of Statefor War that 
while they did not wish to challenge his 
power of geleetion or his discretionary 
power to deal with officers who com- 


as vould 


case 


ond Saw 


la pot of the 


; Army Act 
i they he 


they were obliged to go through the 
elaborate form of passing all these charges 
in the Army Act when no use was made 
of them and they did not afford indivi- 
duals the protection which they desired, 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
siid his hon. friend had raised 
greatest importance, 
which he hoped the Se ‘retary of 
State would repiy te. In considering the 
- obviously the first question 
l to consider was to whom it ap- 


1 
| plied. Under Section 176 it was said that 


manded the War Office units, still he | 


respectfully submitted that no officer 


should be dismissed fromthe Army with- | 


out a trial by 


Court-martial when he | 


was accused of any action which could | 


be brought fairly and squarely under any 
charge laid down in this Act. Unless 
they got some definite evidence that 
the War Office was returning to the 


practice which was formerly much more | 


than it was now, and that the 
clauses of the Army Act would be 
actually operative clauses and would 
give protection to the officers, it was 
quite certain that they could enjoy no 
security of tenure and could he dismissed 
from the Army on trumped up charges 
which would not be listened to in the case 
of private soldiers. So longas this policy 


used 


was continued officers were under a grave | 


disadvantage, and the Members of the 





some of the persons to whom the Act ap 
plied were non-commissioned officers and 


men serving in a force raised by order of 
His Majesty bevond the limits of th 
United King-lom or in India, and serving 
under the command of an officer of the 
Regular Forces. But supposing that these 
men Were serving under the command of 
a Militia officer, as had been very tre 


quentiv the c1se on the West Coast of 
\irica, in such an event they would no 
come under the Army Act, and the point 
to which he wished to direct the attention 
of the Secretary of State was whether the 
men were a penny the worse off for not 
under this Act. If it was not 
necessiry to bring a portion of our mili- 
tary forces wider the Army Act, why was 
it necessary to bring sanothei portion 
under it? Unless there was some ex- 
planaticn of why the distinction was 
drawn he could not see why the Armv 


COMIN 


| Act should apply to one portion of the 


Army and not to the other. 


Mr. 


Poroughs) 


LLOYD - GEORGE 
said he understood that 
there were Militia officers on the 
West Coast of Africa in charge of 
Colonial forces, and he should like to 
know whether they would come under 
this section. He also wished to make 
a point upon the Amendment in reference 
to the importance of giving a man some 
opportunity of obtaining information 
as to the Army Act. It was very long 
and complicated, and it was a matter 
of great importance to Parliament itself 
to see that soldiers could procure a 
copy of the book on Army regulations. 
This might cost 2s. 6d. or 3s., and they 
could not expect the ordinary soldier 
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to afford that expenditure. If, how- 
ever, they had books like this placed 
where they could have easy access to 
them there would be no difficulty at 
all. They were very important to 
officers, but they were matters of life 
and death to the ordinary soldier. He 
thought Ministers ought to be very glad 
that some portions of the Army Act 
did not apply to them. To take an 
offence which was punishable by death—- 

‘He who misbehaves or causes others to 
misbehave in the presence of the enemy in 
such a manner as to show cowardice shall, on 
being found guilty, by Court-martial, suffer 
death.” 


He thought dissolution would be 
better than that. He did not know 
how the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham would 
come out, because another offence 
with the same penalty applied to a man 
who “leaves his commanding officer to 
go in search of plunder.” Then, again, 
the Prime Minister would come very 
badly out of it, because a man who 
shamefully abandoned his post was 
also punished with death. He was afraid 
that, on the whole, Ministers would come 
out very badly. 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
principle of the Act and the Act itself 
is referred to in this section, and the hon. 
Member can refer to it, but he is not in 
order in discussing the Act. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
not discussing the Act, but was quoting 
it as an example to Ministers. He 
was simply congratulating Ministers on 
being exempt from the Army Act. 
The private soldier was liable to these 
penalties, and the least he thought the 
War Office could do would be to supply 
copies of this document to the soldiers 
who were liable to dismissal penalties 
and death for breaches of regulations 
of this character. After all, how many 
people knew what was in this Act of 
Parliament? It was a very complicated 
Act and there were something like 126 
pages of it. The common soldier could 
not make himself master of these things, 
and he thought that after the Act itself 
had been supplied there should be a 
summary furnished—a cheap manual 

Mr. Lloyd-George.s 
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which the soldier could get in his barrack- 
room. 


*Mr. McCRAK (Edinburgh, E.) said 
he did not quite follow the Secretary 
of State when he said that the Army Act 
was accessible to the soldier. He knew 
that when they went into camp with the 
Regular Forces it was obligatory for the 
commanding officer to read the Army Act 
to the soldiers under his command, but he 
understood that it was the practice in 
all garrisons that they should have only 
one copy of the Army Act, and that was 
placed in the orderly room, which was 
not accessible to the soldier, He would 
like the Secretary of State for War to say 
in his reply how this matter stood and 
whether some other means should not be 
taken to spread a knowledge of the pro- 
visions of the Act. The penalties were 
very serious and the Act might be made 
available in the canteen or in any other 
room which soldiers frequented. He 
wished to impress upon the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Act should be in a 
place accessible to the soldier who had 
to be tried under it so that he might 
know the offences with which he might 
be charged and the penalties for those 
offences. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 


that hon. Members who had male 
themselves acquainted with the pro- 
visions of the Act would have ob- 
served that the status of the Militia 


in regard to the Regular Forces was most 
carefully defined. It was laid down 
under what circumstances the Militia 
came under the provisions of this Act. 
Under certain circumstances when they 
were engaged with Regular troops they 
were under the Army Act, but when they 
were otherwise engaged they were not. 
In the case of the Isle of Man and the 
Channel Islands, in order that the Militia 
should act under the Army Act, those 
places had to be regarded as colonies. 
The Isle of Wight was not specifically 
mentioned in the same category, but he 
intended to propose that it should be so 
included. He only mentioned these de- 
tails in order to point out that in so far 
as the proposals of the right hon, Gentle- 
man applied to the Militia the Committee 
were really absolutely in the dark. They 
had again and again asked for certain 
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details but none had been given. Their 
natural course therefore was to use every 
possible Motion to endeavour to extract 
that information which they had been 
denied. They somewhat resented hav- 
ing to pass Estimates in regard to which 
they could not get any information. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: May I ask 


if this is in any way relevant ? 


THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member is travelling quite outside 
the limits of the question. The words 
of the section refer to the question of 
the time during which the Army Act 
shall be in force. The hon. Member is 
going quite outside that question. 


Masor SEELY said that he rose to 
point out that the Militia under this 
Army Act would be affected in a peculiar 
manner by any alteration in their status. 
If he was not in order in so doing he 
would defer his remarks till a later stage. 
It was, however, of importance to learn 
exactly what the proposals of the Gov- 
ernment were in regard to the Militia. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) thought that the 


Committee had a _ right to discuss 
this matter further. The Chairman 


had stated that the Acts of Parlia- 
ment which were made by means of 
reference in this Act were outside of the 
discussion. He thought that that was 
a new ruling because of the previous 
statutes passed into law by this Bill, and 
if they were made law by it he thought 
they had a right to discuss them. Any 
Act which was to be enforced by the 
passing of this Bill, he thought, was a 
subject which might fairly be discussed 
under the clause which enacted it. He 
appealed to the Secretary of State for 
War to have the same sympathy with 
regard to Courts-martial that he had 
before he was in office. He remembered 
several speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman in which he urged that the 
Army should act in the same way as 
the Navy and hold Courts-martial in- 
stead of carrying out the arbitrary 
decisions of the War Office without 
trying the officers. He was sorry to see 
the right hon. Gentleman shake his 
head because he supposed they would 
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in consequence get an unsatisfactory 
answer. He supported the proposals 
that the provisions of this Act should be 
made more easily accessible to the sol- 
dier than they were now. The Manual 
of Military Law cost 5s. 6d., and there 
were in consequence of its price very few 
soldiers who possessed it. That work 
was only kept in the orderly room but 
it should, he urged, be kept within reach 
of the non-commissioned officers and men. 


Mr. CHURCHILL rose to ask the 
Secretary of State for War to reply to 
the Question which he had seriously asked. 
He wished to draw attention to the 
peculiar and novel form of Clause 2 of 
the Bill. It was entirely different to the 
form which used to prevail in other years. 
The Bill was made up of three clauses, and 
this Clause 2 was so arranged as to carry 
within its scope clauses which were con- 
tained in the Army Act. That was done, 
he supposed, for the purpose of passing 
the Bill through the House. It said that 
the Army Act “shall be and remain in 
force during the period hereinafter men- 
tioned.” Therefore he thought it neces- 
sary to remind the Commitiee as to what 
the Army Act did specifically enact. He 
found that on March 4th, 1903, the late 
Mr. Hanbury attacked it very gravely, 
and usefully examined this measure in 
all its details, and so exhaustive and care- 
ful was the examination of the measure 
that there were twenty-four divisions de- 
manded by that right hon. Gentleman. 
He was indeed made right hon. Gentle- 
man in consequence of his prowess. He 
found that on that occasion hon. Mem- 
bers were empowered to discuss all the 
clauses in the Army Act which dealt with 
minor punishments. He thought that a 
great Many too many soldiers were sent to 
prison under this Act, and that it would 
be better if they were sent not to short 
terms of imprisonment but to long terms 
of confinement to barracks. Twenty-four 
thousand soldiers suffered imprisonment 
under this Act last vear, and that was a 
very serious state of things. It was im- 
portant that a matter of that kind should 
not b2 brought on at that late hour. 
Under the provisions they were assent- 
ing to, the whole land forces of the 
Crown would be governed, ruled, and pun- 
ished for the next twelve months. If 
there were 24,000 soldiers who had been 
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punished, did it not show either that should have thought they were questions 


the demand for a character upon a man 


entermg the Army had not been in- 
sisted upon, or that the system was 
petty. capricious, and vexatious? In 
other words, did it not show that the 
system of administering justice in the 
Army was unsympathetic, and was 
much more capricious and severe than 


2 He was the 
—— a Question, and he 
uld be better for him to 
to the debate. [Cries of 
on. Members who said 
were unacquainted with 
House. He was quite 
asking that the right hon. 
should give attention to 


was ne 
right hou. ( 
thought it 
pay 
“soraer\?" |. 
* Order, Order ”’ 
the rules of the 
In order in 

Gentleman 
the debate 


cessary asking 


ret 


atteition 


ARNOLD-FORSTER: Lam pay- 
attention to the debate, but 
et compelled to gaze upon the 
all the time. 


ing ample 
I am 
hon. Member 
Mr. 
a aig 
mind tl 


CHURCHILL: Oh, I do not 


t as Jong as | am not called upon 


to reciprocate. What he wanted to 
know was whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man was aware that under this Act. no 
fewer than 24.000 men were convicted 


Did not 
think that 
men could be 
he could reduce the 
minor punish- 


and 
the right hon. 
the number of 
reduced, and that 
disgraceiul 


sent to prison each vear, 
Gentleman 


these 





humbe ° ol 


ments in the Army, and substitute for 
them punishments which, although de- 
tested by the soldiers, involved no per- 


When the Leader 
of the Opposition was in the position 
which the right hon. Gentleman held, he 
did not sit there hoping that this clause 
would be hurried through. He rose 
again and again, and endeavoured to 
give information on all the various points 
raised. He wished to ask the right hon. 
(Centleman two Questions; the first had 


manent reproach 


reference to the enormous number of 
imprisonments in the Army, and the 
second to the undue use by the War 


Office of the form of dismissal from’ the 
service of officers without trial. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
he was rather bewildered to find that aly 
these points were in order 


Mr. Churchill, 


because, hy 








of administration. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donezal, 
8.) : That is a reflection on the Chair. 
Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER ——s 


that they were points of administratioy 
He had always : agreed that Courts-marti: ' 
were very good things indeed, but it wa, 
a mere question of administrative deta : 
as to how far the discretion which, 
course, must be vested in the Wan Oifice 
should be exercised or not. He am 
that officers accused of a crime should 
be given an opportunity of having 


eed 


Court-martial, but he thought that it 
everv case it must be a matter of 
discretion as to how far the powers 
conferred upon the War Office should be 
utilised or not utilised. As to the number 


of men in prison, the hon. Member was 
under a misapprehension, because he hi 


tuken the number of eases of imprison- 
ment and not the number of men im- 
prisoned. It was no doubt a subject of 
regret that any mat in the Army should 
be in prison at all, but that matter could 
not be settled by that House. He did 
not think there was anv reason for alte: 


in@ the form of the clause, and no Ame 
ment could be accepted by the Govern- 


ment with that object. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar) said the point 


(Tower 
which 


was made was that practically the 
soldier had no access to the Army Act, 
but even if he had access to the book 


which contained it it would be of very 
little use to him. What he wanted to 
emphasise, therefore, was whether it would 
not be possible to have something in the 
nature of a text book dealing with points 
in which the soldier was interested. The 
points as to punishment, ete., might be 
given, but not the whole of f these 190 
clauses which the ordinary soldier could 
not digest or carry in his mind. It was 
a question of considerable importance 
and one to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man might well, he thought, give atten- 
tion. Such a small text book could 
easily be drawn up, and then there wou! ld 
be a chance of each individual soldier 
really understanding what were the 
offences for which he could be punished, 
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and these 24,000 offences would probably 
in that case be considerably reduced. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tid- 
vil) said he rose to emphasise the 
suggestion which had just been made 
about preparing an abstract of the 
provisions of this Act which should 
not merely be available for the use of 
soldiers after they had enlisted, but in 
order that those who desired to enlist 
might become acquainted with the 
conditions of service before they did 
enlist. It would be easy to follow the 
example set by the Factory Acts and the 
Mines Regulation Acts. Those were 
very elaborate documents, but an abstract 
of them was made, and it was compulsory 
upon an employer to have that abstract 
exhibited in a conspicuous position, 
where it could be seen and read, not 
merely by persons employed but bv 
persons applying for employment. He 
rose for the purpose of asking whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
agree to the introduction of a short 
Amendment, so that the provisions 
of the law should be made known 
to every soldier and to those about to 
hecome soldiers. This much he knew, 
that if applicants for enlistment were 
aware of the conditions under which they 
were to join, the nature of the offences 
and the punishments, the enlistments 
would be much fewer than at present. 
He did not think the Committee should 
sanction a system of enlistment under 
false pretences, and men should clearly 
understand that by becoming soldiers 
they were giving up their rights of citizen- 
ship. The object of the Act they were 
now passing was to take these men from 
the purview of the ordinary law and 
place them under a law of which they 
knew nothing. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman, in the interests of the Army 
and of honesty, would agree to some form 
of words being inserted which would 
make it obligatory upon recruiting officers 
and others to summarise briefly what the 
duties of recruits were to be, what con- 
tituted offences, and what were the 
punishments which attached to those 
offences. If this were done he felt sure 
that a better class of man would be ob- 
tained and the standing and morale of the 
Army would be increased. 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 


said that when a soldier enlisted he surren- 
dered a large portion of his liberty and 


for a large number of offences, instead of 


being tried by the civil law, he was tried 
by the military law. The punishments, 
moreover, were far more severe, and many 
things which were perfectly justifiable 
on the part of a private citizen were made 
unjustifiable by military law from the 
fact that the soldier had been deprived 
of the ordinary rights of civilians. It 
was true he acquired a right to be tried 
by Court-martial for offences which were 
not applicable to anybody but a soldier, 
but that right was often taken away. 
The whole thing was thoroughly and 
absolutely unjust. No doubt the head 
of every department had the power to 
turn out an employee who was inefficient, 
but he could not punish him. The Secre- 
tary of State for War said he must retain 
his power to turn out people who were 
inefficient. Let him retain that power, 
but let him not extend it to cases where 
the law had laid down what steps were 
to be taken if a soldier was suspected 
of an offence and the punishment he 
was to be subjected to. In those cases 
Parliament had laid it down that the 
War Office should not cashier an officer 
and turn him out of the Army because 
they were afraid to bring him before a 
Court-martial, and thus deprive him of 
the benefits and guarantees given by the 
Act. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that Section 176 laid it down that 
non-commissioned officers and men 
serving in a force raised by order 
of His Majesty beyond the limits of 
the United Kingdom and India, but 
serving under the command of an officer 
of the Army, should be subject to military 
law. There were a great number of units 
in the Protectorates and Colonies which 
had been raised outside the United King- 
dom and India, and they were principally 
commanded on active service by officers 
of the Militia force. Were those men 
when commanded by an officer of the 
Militia force, if they did an illegal act, 
under military law? It was provided 
that nothing in this Act should affect the 
law as regarded a colony, but there was 
a difference between a colony and a 
The Act said that soldiers 
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were subject to a certain law ina colony. 
Were they subject to the same law ina 
protectorate ? They were entitled to 
have an interpretation of the Act from 
the War Office. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham) inquired as a point of order 
whether hon. Members could raise 


every point and every section of the 
Army Act upon the clause before the 
House. Could they discuss the time it 
had been in force and where it had to be 
enforced ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE, upon the point | 


of order, said that it was a very important 
one. The clause was practically a re- 
enactment of the Army Act and said— 

“The Army Act shall be and remain in force 
during the period hereinafter mentioned.” 

Ii these words were not passed the Army 
Act would not be in operation at all. 
Therefore he submitted that they were 
entitled to discuss the Act which would 
be in existence during this period. He 


contended it would be quite competent | 


for them to move 
“except Section 130,” and so on. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said the 


preamble of this Act recited that the rais- | 


ing or keeping of a standingArmy within 
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Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) wished to know whether it 
was in order to move Amendments to 
the original Act on this Bill. 


Magor SEELY said the appendi: of 
the Army Act made the matter quite 
clear, and his hon. friend the Member for 
Oldham had shown that much detail 
was gone into in a previous year, 
There were not any alterations made 
in the Army Act as it stood in 1901 
by the Army (Annual) Acts of 1902. and 
1903, but in previous vears alterations 
were made, and if alterations were made 
in the Army Act by the Army (Annual) 
Act it must be apparent that these 
alterations were alterations in letail 
and must have been made through the 
discussion of the Act as they were dis- 
cussing it now. 





Mr. CHURCHILL said he understood 
the Chairman’s ruling and should strictly 
adhere to it. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
| wished to resume the observations he was 
making when the hon. Member raised a 
point of order in which he was clearly 
wrong, 


the Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland | 


in time of peace was against the law. | 


Surely an Act which governed the Army 
and was renewed from year to year was 
capable of discussion in the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL wished to point | 


out that the provisions of the Army Act 
which was re-enacted by this clause were 
very numerous. Inthe year 1893 a most 


distinguished man—Mr. Jeffreys—dealt | 


with this Act during the discussion of 
this Bull. 


Tue DEPUTY -CHAIRMAN : On 
the point of order, I said before that it 
is nuc in order to go into the particulars 
of the Act, nor can the Act be 
cussed clause by clause, tut it is in 
order to refer to the Act. It 
ticned in this clause and it is in order 
to rfer to it, but I have already 
expressed my opinion that hon. Members 
should not go into too great detail. 


Mr, Charles Hobhouse. 


is 


dis- | 


men- | 


Mr. DISRAELI again rose to call 
attention to a point of order but—— 
THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said the 


|point of order had been sufficiently 
|raised. He would watch the debate and 
would call the hon. Member to order ii 
| he transgressed. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE again 
asked if the sub-section would be appli- 
cable to troops serving in protectorates. 


| *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER replied that, 
where a Regular officer was in command, 
the Act was applicable, where the com- 
/manding officer was not a Regular the 
local Ordinance was applicable, and he 
was under the law as it existed in the 
colony. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
/ Walden) in:uired whether the right 


| hon, Gentleman would answer the reason- 
}able Question which had been put to 
‘him. Was it reasonable to suppose that 
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the ordinary soldier would become ac- 
quainted with the 190 clauses of the Army 
Act which to him were nothing less than 
legal jargon. Its contents should be put 
into a small leaflet or book and the soldier 
should know the character of the sentences 
to which he was subject. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
Act was circulated in a form in which it 
was easily accessible to the private 
soldier. It was in every orderly room, 
and no complaint had ever been received 
as to the way in which it was circulated. 
The War Office could not undertake to 
adopt the suggestion that they should 
circulate an abstract, because the terms 
upon which a soldier entered the Army 
were perfectly clear. The Army Act was 
perfectly accessible, and he believed 
soldiers were acquainted with the general 
conditions under which they served. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER thought 
it Was a monstrous statement to say that 
a book in the orderly room was within 
the reach,of every soldier. The soldier 
could not go into the orderly room. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: He can 
go into the library. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER insisted 
that in spite of what had been said 
the book was inaccessible to the private 
soldier. 


Mayor SEELY said he had sat on 
Courts-martial many times, and it would 
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surprise him if many soldiers had ever 
heard of this Act. He wished to draw the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to an 
extraordinary fact which he made bold to 
say the right hon. Gentleman never knew 
of before. Ifa soldier got into a four- 
wheeled cab in which there were already 
four persons, did the right hon. Gentleman 
know what the penalty was? If this were 
done by an ordinary man the penalty he 
would suffer would be of the smallest,and, 
in the absence of any provision, 6d. would 
be sufficient. Ifan officer did it he would 
be cashiered because he overcrowded a 
cab, while a private soldier would suffer 
imprisonment. The penalties were 
savage. Theyall knew what imprisonment 
meant in the case of a soldier, and sen- 
tences of 100 days imprisonment were by 
no means uncommon, and to inflict such 
a penalty in the case of a soldier, and to 
cashier and ruin an officer because he got 
into a cab with four other persons when 
the cabman said, *‘ I don’t wish to take 
you,’ was obviously quite unjust. If 
this provision were brought to the notice 
of soldiers and officers he was sure they 
would object. 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-FORSTER rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, 
* That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘“ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158 ; 
Noes, 123. (Division List No. 108.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Davenport, William 
Denny, Colonel 
| Dickson, Charles Scott 


sromley 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hn. Sir H. 
Bailey James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S$. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


Bill, Charles 


Bond, Edward 


Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M. (Dublin Univ 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Clive, Captain Percy A. 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos. H.A.E 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 





3owles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middlesex | 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Doughty, Sir George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

| Egerton, Hon. A de Tatton 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 

Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 

Finlay.Sir R.B. (Inw’rn’ssB’ghs 

Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster, Philip S.(Warwick, S.W 

| Gardner, Ernest 

' Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
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Gordon,Hn J E(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’rH’ mlet 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (Lnd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath.Sir James (Statfords, NW 
Hope, J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 





Hoult, Joseph 
Howard.J. (KKent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson,Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long.Col Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

3arran, Rowland Hirst 

3arry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douvlas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Klibank, Master of 
Fllice,CaptEC(SAndrw’s Bghs) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 
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Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSir H.E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJH (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn Win. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tandles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenwick, George 


) Ridley, 8. Forde 


NOES. 


hindiay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, Jaines Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, ©.k.H. (Bristol, E.) 
‘ohnson, John 

Jones, }. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Caven,W. 
Klibride, Denis 


J. 





Labonchere, Henry 
Lamont, Norman | 
Langley, Batty | 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W.) | 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice | 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloyd-George, David | 
Lough, Thomas | 
Lundon, W. | 
Lyell, Charles Henry | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
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| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,Rt Hn J. Parker( Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutf, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 


Viscount Valentia. 






M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo. %.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo,N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John FE. (Waterford 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm/’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

tose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (White: hape!) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Tomkinson, James 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


Question put accordingly, 


words proposed to be left 
The Committee divided : 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. 'T. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ (Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtney T. 
| Wason, John Catheart (Orkney | 


White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 


(dnnud!) Bil, 782 


Wilson, Henry J. (York W. R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs — 
Major Seely and Mr. Treve- 
lyan. 


“That the | second word ‘the,’ in page 2, line 26, 
out, to the! stand part of the Clause.” 


Ayes, 158; Noes, 120. 


AYES. 


Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’r H’mlets 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of (L’donderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn. H.L.W.( Mile End) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks., N.R. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.SirH. (Wigtn 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Series. ] 25k 





(Division List No. 109,) 


| Morpeth, Viscount 

| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel,Hn.Wm.Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 

2andles, John S. 

teid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. B. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt HnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hu. Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 





| Talbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 





Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


THE AyEsS—Sir 
Acland - Hood 
Valentia. 


TELLERS FOR 
Alexander 
and Viscount 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland. John 

Brigg, John 

3right, Allan Heywood 

3urke, BE. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
“raig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, JJ. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice.Capt EC(S. Andrw’s Behs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F, 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Whereupon 
Forster moved, ‘ That 


Mr. Seeretary ARNOLD- | 
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NOES. 


Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Johnson, John 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 





inaudible. 


the Question 
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O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden? 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Xedmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Roche, John 

tose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
| Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


Seely, MajJ.E. B. (Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David. 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan. Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.} 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wills, Arthur W (N. Dorset) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse and Mr. 
Lyell. 


We desire before the Ques- 





‘That the Clause stand part of the Bill’ 
be now put.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON rose to move 
to report Progress and gave way to the 
right hon. Gentleman. He understood that 
the right hon. Gentleman had moved 
something, but did not catch what it 
was. 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER. I think 
I was perfectly in order in moving, and 
I have moved. 





Mr. McKENNA: The Motion of the 
right hon. Gentleman was _ perfectly 
AY 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


| Arnold-Forster, 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


tion is put to know what the Motion was. 


Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN explained 
that the Question had been put trom 
the Chair. 


Mr. CHURCHILL. Do I understand 
that you accept the Motion, Sir. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Yes, I 


have put the Question. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 150; 
Noes, 114. (Division List No. 110.) 
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Rt.Hn.Hugh O | Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J. (Manch’r-} 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds. 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
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Bigwood, James 
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Bingham, Lord 
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Bond, Edward 
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Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | 
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Coates, Edward Feetham 
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Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ. (Mane’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William | 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


| 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Balek, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
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Gordon, J. (Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj Evans (T’r H’mlets 


| Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’donderry) 
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Heath, Sir J. (Statfords., N.W.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 


Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
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Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
| Maxwell, Rt Hn Sir H.E(Wigt’n 


Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 


| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


NOES. 


Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 


Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
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Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Wilson John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





G.iffith, Ellis J. 
Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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| Johnson, John 

| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
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| Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 

| Kilbride, Denis 

| Lamont, Norman 

| Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
| Levy, Maurice 
| Lewis, John Herbert 
! Lloyd-George, David 
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Army 


Question put accordingly “That the | 
Clause stand part of the Bil 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
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Bigwood, James 
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Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
3utcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
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Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
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Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
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Gretton, John 
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Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr, 
J. H. Whitley and Mr. 
Lyell. 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154; 
' Noes, 117. (Division List No. 111.) 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
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Milvain, Thomas 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhai (Bath) 
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Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,Rt Hn J Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Rt Hn. Lord (Lances.) 
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Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley. Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene , 
William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 


Cremer, 


Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 


Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutiv, William J. 

Elibink, Master of 

Ellice. Capt EC(SAndrw’s Behs) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Fve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

French, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, Janies 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Clause 3 :-— 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| Lyell, Charles Henry 

| MacNeil, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerrv, W.) 

' O'Dowd, John 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 


Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.} 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walde2) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas (WMonm th) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seeley, Maj.J.E. B.(Isleof Wight 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Suliivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason,JohnOatheart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


(Radcliffe 





TELLERS FOR THE NoES —Mr. 
Emmott and Mr. Barran. 








Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that he 
desired to move that the Chairman report 
Progress and ask leave to sit again. It 
Was now a quarter to three and they had 
been sitting there and dealing with the 
Bill for about two hours and a-half. 
They, had made very substantial progress, 
but there still remained a clause and a 
schedule of very considerable importance 
to be dealt with. They raised a question 
in which a large number of Members 
were interested, and they also raised 
many other matters in respect of this Bill 
and the Army Act. He thought the 





Committee ought to have an opportunity 
of expressing an opinion upon them. 
He did not think the Prime Minister had 
been there during the course of the 
earlier discussions, but he did not think 
anyone would deny that the discussions 
which they had had were of a practical 
character. [‘‘ Oh.”] He did not know 
whether hon. Members who said “ Oh” 
were present during the discussion. The 
Secretary of State made no statement 
to the effect that their discussion was 
not practical, and he answered their 
Questions more or less. After all, the Com- 
mittee ought to remember that this was 
an important Bill which affected the 
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whole of our Regular Army, and to a 
large extent, the Militia and the Volun- 
teers, and they ought to have oppor- 
tunities to discuss it. They knew that 
the Government wanted to get rid of 
the Militia and the Volunteers. [Cries 
of “ Withdraw.”] What was there to 
withdraw ?@ 


Mr. SKEWES-COX (Surrey, Kings- 
ton: The allegation that the Govern- 
ment wish to get rid of the Militia and 
the Volunteers. That is a most inaccurate 
allegation. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he would 
amend it to this extent that he would say 
that the Secretary of State for War wished 
to abolish the Militia and the Volunteers. 
[‘«No.”] Well, the right hon, Gentleman 
had said so. He wished to get rid of 
the whole of the Mihtia and largely of 
the Volunteers. But that was beside the 
mark. His point was that this was an 
important Bill aud the Opposition had not 
taken the advantage which they might 
have taken of discussing it at length. 
It was discussed a few vears ago when 
the Liberals were in office, and the Gov- 
ernment of the day, seeing that there was 
a desire to discuss it, gave the Opposition 
an opportunity of doing so. What they 
objected to was that the Government 
had not given them proper opportunities 
of discussing it, and he did think it 
would be desirable if Progress were re- 
ported. He would appeal to the Prime 
Minister that for the sake of the Secre- 
tary for War himself the Motion should 
be acceded to. That right hon. Gentle- 
man had taken part in many heavy 
discussions during the week and had 
been in the House all that dav. There 
had, moreover, been prolonged sittings 
during the week. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.’—(Mr. Sydney 
Buxton.) 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) congratulated 
the hon. Member on being in 


such a fine vein of humour at such 
an hour in the morning. - The hon. 


Gentleman argued that, 


Mr. Sydney Buzton, 
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and his friends had sat up to please 
themselves on four nights in the week, 
they now required special relaxation to 
recover from their self-imposed labours. 
That was hardly an argument that ap- 
pealed to the Government. It was said 
that the last Liberal Government gave 
greater opportunities for discussion of 
this Bill. They did. The opportunity 
lasted from midnight until eight o’clock 
in the morning. [OppostrIon cries of 
* Hear, hear!”’] Precisely, then why 
should hon. Members wish to adjourn 
now ? It was the most — singular 
reason that was ever given by an 
hon. Gentleman sitting on that bench 
for adjourning a debate when they had 
reached three o’clock, that when he 
and his friends were in office the dis- 
cussion lasted till eight o’clock in the 
morning, ‘ 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said the 
Government which then sat on that 
bench did not closure as this Govern- 
ment had done. 


Major SEELY said that was be- 
cause it wished for martial law. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was not 
desirable to discuss closure, but whether 
closure was put on or not the late Gov- 
ernment resisted, on the other occa 
Motions for adjournment and they thought 
that they gave a fitting opportunity to 
discuss this Bill. Why should he, after 
that, sav that they should not 
this Bill. 


sion, 


discuss 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: | Be- 
cause we are not prepared to discuss the 


Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said its import- 
ance nobody denied, and if it was not 
passed the whole constitution of the Army 
would ipso facto fall to pieces. [An Hon. 
MemBER: It would be as bad as the 
Government.] But there was no use in 
prolonging discussions over clauses which 
were precisely identical down to the very 
comme with the Bill which the House 
passed ‘last vear. There was nothing 
new in the Bill before the Committee; 
it was a constitutional necessity, and he 
hoped the House would continue to dis- 
cuss it with a view of passing it into law. 
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*Mr. McCRAK trusted that the Prime 
Minister would accede to the request of 
his hon. friend, and said that one reason 
why the Bill should be postponed was 
that as itstood it made a very invidious 
distinction as regarded the Volunteers. 
Was the Secretary of State for War 
aware that the Army Act only applied 
to those Volunteers who were brigaded 
along with the Regular Army. It had 
been the policy of the right hon. 
Gentleman to bring up the status of the 
Volunteers as far as possible to that of 
the Army. 


fue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : The 
hon. Member cannot discuss the Bill on 
the Motion to report Progress. 


*Mr. McCRAE said he was not going to 
discuss the Bill. He was only suggesting 
a reason to the Prime Minister why he 
should accept this Motion to report Pro- 
gress, because there were questions of 
great importance which it would not be 
fair to discuss at three o’clock in the 
morning. He put it to the Prime Minister, 
on behalt of those who had not had the 
opportunity of having two nights off in 
the week, if he had any human sympathy 
left, to agree to the Motion. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that if 
the Prime Minister had present 
and not absent, and had heard the debate, 
he did not think he would have told them 
that this was an Act which they ought 
to pass year after vear without reason- 
able consideration. At all events, he 
was convinced that our soldiers in the 
Army and the people in the country 
would not consider that the Government 
and the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
were rightly safeguarding the interests 
of our soldiers by thrusting an important 
measure like this through the House in 
the early hours of the morning without 
any discussion whatever. He appealed 
to the Prime Minister to give them reason- 
able and proper facilities for the con- 
sideration of the measure. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would not use 
his Parliamentary majority in this flag- 
rantly unfair fashion against the interests 
of the Army. 


been 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
sorry the Prime Minister could not see 
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his way to accede to the reasonable re- 
quest which had been put forward. There 
was no programme of legislation before 
the House, andthe Government could not 
therefore use the excuse that they were 
hard pressed to get important Bills 
through. Ifthey had that excuse he could 
understand their discussing this Bill till 
an early hour in the morning. The right 
hon. Gentleman had been simply dawd- 
ling all these weeks and then the Com- 
mittee was compelled to sit into the early 
hours of the morning to pass a Bill of 
this sort. The Prime Minister said it 
was irrelevant whether this Bill was 
closured or not in 1893, but it was not 
irrevelant for this reason: the Prime 
Minister himself said there was a differ- 
ence between discussing a Bill before 
twelve o'clock and discussing it after 
twelve, 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: IT must 
ask the hon. Gentleman not to discuss 
the question of closure. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it seemed 
to be perfectly in order for the Prime 
Minister to make an observation but it 
seemed to be out of order for him to 
reply to it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: On the point 
of order, said he had always understood as 
to the closure that they were not allowed to 
discuss the particular merits of a par- 
ticular question of closure, but they were 
allowed to discuss as to whether the 
closure was under certain circumstances 
carried fairly or otherwise. That distine- 
tion had been taken over and over again 
and he could show the Chairman half-a- 
dozen instances. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
action of the Chair in the application 
of the closure cannot be discussed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
not discussing the conduct of the Chair. 
He was discussing a remark made by the 
Prime Minister, and he was sure the 
Chairman would not have one rule for 
the Prime Minister and another for a 
private Member. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the hon. Member should make that re- 
mark. An observation about the closure 
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was made across the floor of the House 
and I simply answered it. I did not 
start it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he did 
not know who started it, but he thought 
the circumstances of the hour were suffi- 
cient to justify the Motion to report Pro- 
gress. In the interest of the Prime 
Minister himself he thought they ought 
to have an adjournment. From the 
very close attention he had given to the 
business of the House that day, he thought 
that they ought to report Progress in 
his interest. Besides that, there were the 
poor Whips, who were short-handed at 
that moment. Then there was the very 
popular chief Whip of the Party opposite ; 
in his interest he thought they ought to 
adjourn soas to enable him to get a rest. 
It was all very well for the Prime Minister 
to resirt Progress, but why did he not 
have some feeling for this poor sufferer ¢ 
The chief Whip had been there when the 
Prime Minister pursued the policy, which 
he initiated, of running away. Heshould 
also think it had been a harassing day for 
the Prime Minister himself, who ought 
to give hiniself the rest which he did not 
rave the night before in consequence of 
a certain election. He thought also 
that it was only fair to his supporters 
that he should adjourn. It must have 
been a very harassing day also for them, 
and they showed signs of despondency 
and despair. He thought they should 
reconsider their position, but they did 
not seem to have given themselves any 
time to do that. For these and other 
reasons he thought they ought to adjourn 
the debate. The right hon. Gentleman 
also seemed to forget that there were 
people outside the House who took an 
interest in this matter. He seemed to 
forget that there was such a place as 
Brighton, although perhaps the Patronage 
Secretary had informed him that there 


had been an interesting discussion going , 
‘had spoken, 


on there, and that the Motion had been 
carried. 


*Tux DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I do 
not think that is relevant to the Motion 
before the House, which is that I report 
Progress and ask leave to sit again. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was 
because he wanted Progress that he was 


Mr, A. J. Ba’four. 
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reminding the Prime Minister that the 
country wanted progress. There was 
a very important question which would 
have to be discussed under Clause °). 
They had not been allowed to discuss 
Clause 2, which dealt with matters of 
life and death to soldiers, but on Clause 
3 they had to deal with the question of 
billeting and it also dealt with matters 
of importance to officers, and the pay of 
officers. They had also new clauses to 
bring forward with a view of enabling 
soldiers to have proper access to this 
Act of Parliament which even the War 
Minister, with all his lucidity, could not 
explain to the Committee. Another 
important subject was the abolition of 
corporal punishment in the Army. His 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Donegal had three or four hours 
to discuss the question of flogging in 
the Navy; why should they not have three 
or four hours to discuss it in the Army ? 
He thought they ought to have an 
opportunity of discussing these very 
important matters at a time when the 
House of Commons could really discuss 
them with energy and intelligence, and 
when they could be reported in the 
public Press. The Prime Minister did 
not think the country was taking an 
interest in the discussion of the House 
of Commons, but he thought he had been 
disillusioned within the last twenty-four 
hours. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.) was quite sure that the Prime 
Minister was not aware of the fact 
that up to the present not a single 
Irish Member had been allowed te 
address the House. It was undesirable 
that the Irish Members’ should be 
asked to commence the debate at 
three o'clock in the morning. They had 
heard several eloquent speakers from 
Wales, and several Scottish Members 
He thought Ireland was 
also entitled to have a voice in this 
matter because Irish and Scottish soldiers 
practically did all the fighting for England. 
He thought it was unfair of the Prime 
Minister, who had not had to listen to 
some of the speeches to which they had 
had to listen, to go home at three o'clock 
in the morning and impose upon the 


Committee the necessity of continuing 
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the debate till eight o’clock. He hap- 
pened to be a constituent of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Belfast and 
he left the War Office he would also 
leave the representation of West Belfast. 
The next clause which would come be- 
fore them was a very important one— 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN’: The hon. 
Member cannot discuss anything that is 
coming later on. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he did not 
propose to discuss the clause, but merely 


he understood that when | 


to call attention to the fact that a very | 
important clause was about to be dis- 


cussed. 


tion of an abstract of the Army Act, 


and this next clause was the one 
upon which it could be raised. In his | the Army Act. 
opiiion an abstract of the Act should be 


supplied to the barracks of Ireland and 


England. 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It would 


An hon. friend of his had raised | 
a very important point as to the publica- | 


be quite out of order for the hon. Member | 


to discuss that question. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he only | 


mentioned it because an important sugges- 
tion had been made, therefore, speaking 


purely unofficially and on his own behalf | 


and as the only Member for Ireland who 
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thought the Prime Minister should with- 
draw his opposition to the Motion that 
Progress should be reported. He thought 
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he could show the Prime Minister where 
one of the clauses of the Army Act was 
absolutely illegal. 


*Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : The hon. 
Member is speaking to the Motion to 
report Progress. It is absolutely out of 
order for him to discuss that matter. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said the Prime 
Minister was not there when the second 
clause was passed, and he thought he should 
point out to him that in the Army Act 
one of the clauses stated that rates should 
be struck by the grand jurors in Ireland, 
whereas as a matter of fact there were 


*Tae DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
Member must not refer to the clauses of 
He must confine himselt 
to the reasons for reporting Progress. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he was 
pointing out how much of the time of 
the House had been lost already by 
passing an Act which dealt with fgrand 
jurors in Ireland which did not exist. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ‘* That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, © That the Question be 
” 


now put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 150; 
Noes, 113. (Division List No. 112.) 


AYES. 





Agy-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Armold-Forster, RtHn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 


Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middlesex 





Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
3utcher, John George 


Cambpell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim, S. 


Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 





Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn} 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (‘T’ H’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. } 
Gretton, John 
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Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of (L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, SirJames(StaffordsN.W 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,John (Kent, Faversh’m 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( YorksN.R 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, RtHn. Walter( Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


Arny 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
soland, John 

Brigg, John 

Beight, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craiy, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P.C, 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Hilice,Capt E.C.(SAndrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thoinas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herb. John 
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Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH. E(Wigt’n) 

Maxwell, WJ.H( Dumfriesshire 

Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

Moore, William 

Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 

Morrison, James Archibald 

Mount, William Arthur 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 

Peel, Hn.Wm.RobertWellesley 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
NOES. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Higham, John Sharp 

Hobhouse, C.E.H.( Bristol 

Jchnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law. Hugh Alex(Donegal, W 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thoines 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 

M'Crae, George 

M*Kenna. Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 

Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, K. (‘Tipperary Mid.) 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O‘Connor, John {Kildare. N.) 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O°’ Dowd, John 


E. 
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Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Sharpe, William Edward T, 

| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, Rt HnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William H-dl 
Walrond, RtHn.Sir William 
Ward, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York. E. R.) 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow 

| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


| O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
| Richards, Thos. (W.Monim'th) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

tose, Charles Day 
| Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.L. (Isleof Wight 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
Tomkinson, James 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers. Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr 
Keir Haraie and Mr Arthur 
Henderson. 
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Question put accordingly, “That the | 


Army 


Chairman do report Progress ; 


leave to sit again.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Soland, Jom 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, R  Haviland- 
Buston, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 





Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) | 
Crean, Eugene 
(re Willian. Randal | 
Cullinan, J 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C 


glas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duify, William, J. 
Flibank, Master of 
Filice,Capt E.C.(S. Vd’ w’sBeh) 
mmott, W Alfred 
nonde, Sir Thomas 
ve, Harry Trelawney 
suwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
troddard, Daniel Ford 
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Agg-Gardner, James 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry | 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middles’x | 
Brassey, Albert 


Tynte 
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Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Johnson, John 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh’e) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 


| Langley, Batty 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 


| Lundon, W. 
| Lyell, Charles Henry 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘ Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campell, J.M.H.( Dublin Univ.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 


Craig,CharlesCurtis (Antrim,S. ) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


| Davenport, William Bromley- 
| Denny, Colonel 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Doughty, Sir George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Duke, Henry Edward 


, Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


John (Kildare, N.) | 


(Annual) Bil, 802 


Tne Committee divided :—Ayes, 112; 
and ask | Noes, 150. (Division List No. 113.) 


{ O' Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Loche, John 

tose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. ( Radcliffe) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Catheart/ Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and 
William M’ Arthur. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.sir J.(Mane‘r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Iny’rn’ssB’ghs 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
| Fison, Frederick William 
| Flower, Sir Ernest 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Gardner, Ernest 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, %.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans-(T’r H’m’s 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gretton, John 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd ad'rry) 
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Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,Sir James (St’fi’ds.N.W) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
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Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, David J.(Walthamst’ w 
Morpeth, Viscount 
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Sadler, Co]. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East) 








Howard, John(Kent,Faversham | Morrell, 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, 
Kerr, John 

Keswick. William 


Mount, 
Rt. Hn. Col. W 





George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 


Smith, RtHnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley,Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


(Coventry) 


Knowles. Sir Lees O'Mara, James Tomlinson, Sir W m. Edw. M. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) | Tuff, Charles 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley | Turnour, Viscount 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | Percy, Earl Walker, Col. William Hall 
Lawson.Hn.H.L. W.(Mile End) | Platt-Higgins, Frederick Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Lawson, JohnGrant (Yorks.NR | Plummer, Sir Walter R. Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage Pretyman, Ernest George | Welby, Lt.-Col. A. CLE. (T’nt’n 
Leveson-Gower, Fred’k N. S. Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Long.Col.Charles W.(Evesham | Purvis, 


Long. Rt.H.Walter (Bristol.S. 








Robert 
Randles, John S. 


Whitley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 





Lonsdale, John Brownlee Reid, James (Greenock) Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred Renwick, George Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Macdona, John Cumming | Ridley, 8. Forde Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Maconochie, A. W. | Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Massey ia Hn. W.F. | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 

Maxwell. Rt. H Sir H.E.(Wig’n =| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Maxweil,W.J.H.(Dumfriesshire | Round, Rt. Hon. James Alexander Acland - Hood 
Milvain, Thomas tutherford, John (Lancashire) and Viscount Valentia. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny 
to explain a personal matter. In 
last division he got into the wrong lobby. 
It occurred in this way—— 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member has made his explanation 


and it will 
morrow in the ordinary way. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE moved an 
Amendment to provide that payment for 
the refreshments which innkeepers were 
bound to supply to soldiers billeted upon 
them should be paid for by “ the officers, 
non-commissioned officers, or other re- 
sponsible persons in charge of the de- 
tachment.” He wished to clear up the 


appear in the Papers to- | 


| ject, was well represented. 


, S.) wished | he had proved that nobody took a deeper 
the | 
| did 


| Tw: 


and keener interest in the Army than s 

himself. Night after night after 
‘Ive e’clock he had endeavoured to 
improve the efficiency of the Army. He 
did resent that the hon. Member should 
think that military knowledge was 
fined to himself. He thought, however, 
that Kilkenny, with two out of its three 
Members taking an intere . in this sub- 
s he was en- 


COh- 


| deavouring to explain to Chairman, 


question of who was the person who was | 


liable to meet these payments to the 
innkeeper. If these men refused to 
provide a meal they were subject to all 
sorts of pains and penalties. Thev had 
to find such quantities of “diet” and 
small beer as might from time to time be 
fixed by His Majesty’s regulations. 


Mr. O'MARA said he very much re- 
sented the speech which had been made 
by his colleague the Member for North 


Kilkenny, who said that no Irish 
Member other than himself was in- 


terested im the Army. Long before the 
hon. Member had ccme into that House 





he unfortunately found himself in the 
wrong lobby. [‘‘Oh.”] He was not going to 
pursue that subject, as he was most careful 
to obey the rulings of the Chair, but it oc- 
curred while he was reading Clause 106, 
which had reference to this matter. That 
clause provided that if by reason of any 
sudden order to march, or otherwise, the 
officer or soldier was unable to make such 
payment to the innkeeper he should cause 
the account to be made out and sign it. 
If he were the innkeeper upon whom sol- 
diers were billeted he should write off all 
the accounts as bad, because he should 
have no chance of recovering the amounts 
from the Secretary for War. That wasa 
great hardship on these unfortunate inn- 
keepers throughout the country on whom 
soldiers were quartered. If the sugges- 
tion of hon. Members were followed and 
everybody read the Army Act he hoped 
they would not find themselves in the 








Nw 
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same predicament as himself, viz., in the 
wrong lobby. 


Tu—E DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member must not refer to that; he 
must confine himself to the Amendment. 


Mr. O’MARA said he would do so, and 
proceeded to contend that the Amend- 
ment was a most proper one. He ap- 
pealed to the Secretary for War to accept 
the Amendment, so that the innkeeper 
should be paid. 


*CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton) said it 
was some vears since he had been march- 
ing with troops, but the sum for the 
hillets was alwavs paid before they left 
the billets, the officer or non-commissioned 
officer in charge being responsible they 
were paid, and certifying to it. He did 
not think there was any difficulty about 
the innkeeper being paid even when he 
engaged other billets, but whether the 
price paid was sufficient was another 
matter. He had never heard of a case 
where there was any ¢ifficulty about 
payment for billets. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said he should like to 
know what the British taxpayer thought 
of this, and explained that “ diet” was 
an old Scotch phrase, meaning a meal. 
The Amendment before the Committee 
was one of very considerable importance, 
and suggested that in addition the clause 
might be amended by adding that the 
payment should be at such reasonable 
nrices as might from time to time be fixed. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
point was perfectly clear; the Act pro- 
vided that an officer whose force required 
billets in accordance with the Act should 
before he departed pay a just demand. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE thought 
that the answer given by the Secretary for 
War was a perfectly reasonable one and 
said he was prepared to withdraw the 
Amendment. He should not have moved 
these particular words if he had been 
aware of the section which the right hon. 
{rentleman had quoted. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


{6 Aprit 1905} 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE moved to leave 
out the words “ At prices given in the 
schedule of this Act,” in order to insert 
‘at reasonable prices.” In the towns 
in which soldiers were billeted licensed 
victuallers were compelled to take them 
in, and that very often dislocated the 
whole of their business. They did not 
object to take the soldiers in, but they 
objected to the prices of the schedule. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We mus: 
reserve the prices until we come to the 
schedule. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought he 
might move to omit the prices in the 
schedule and to insert in thisclause “ at 
reasonable prices.” They could not have 
a schedule which was applicable to the 
whole of the country, because the prices 
were different and the accommodation 
was different. That was the point taken 
by Mr. Hanbury in the debate in which 
the Chairman took so conspicuous a part, 
and supported Mr. Hanbury’s contention. 
He was perfectly in order. In some 
parts of the country accommodation 
could be supplied much more cheaply 
than in others, and if they had a schedule 
applicable to the whole country it was 
very unfair. In some watering places 
where accommodation was exceedingly 
scarce, soldiers came during the training 
season, the innkeepers were bound to take 
them in, and were obliged to refuse 
ordinary visitors during the season, and 
obliged to take such sums as 143d. and 4d. 
He thought there ought to be some scale 
of terms which was perfectly elastic. 
He had opposed licensed victuallers as 
much as anybody on that side of the 
House when he considered they were 
exacting unfair terms from the public, 
but he wanted perfect fairness for them. 
He asked if it was fair to compel the 
licensed victuallers to accept 13d. and 
4d. for the meals of a soldier. This was 
not the affair of the soldier at all, but it 
was a question whether the country 
should pay reasonably for the accommo- 
dation which was afforded to their 
servants, 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 11, to leave out the words 
‘the prices specified in the Schedule to this Act,” 
and insert the words ‘reasonable prices.’ ”’— 


(Ur. Lloyd-George). 
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Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


Army 


Major SEELY thought the Amend- 


ment was an exceedingly reasonable pro- | 


position, and although it was now some- 
what early in the morning he thought 
that if they had been taking the 
under ordinary circumstances they cer- 
tainly would have raised this point. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Taunton was 
good enough to explain to them in the 


course of the few remarks which he made | 


a short time before, that when he went 
from place to place with the Scots Greys 
there was not much objection to the 


punctuality of the payment made, but | 
he could not be certain there was no | 
From what he | 
knew of the billeting of soldiers, he was | 
although innkeepers had | 


objection to the price. 


aware that, 
no objection whatever to billeting them 
as such, they did object very strongly 
in some places to the prices which were 
paid. In his opinion the prices paid 
were not reasonable, and probably the 
Committee were not aware how much 
it was that the keeper of a victualling 
house was asked to do for soldiers. 
The keeper of a victualling house was 
to receive officers or soldiers, and was 
required to furnish such accommoda- 


tion, lodging, attendance, and food as 
was necessary. There was a_ specia 


note stating that the officer should pay 
for his own food, which was inserted later 
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|in the Act. The actual prices paid 
might, perhaps, be more effectively 


discussed on the schedule, and, therefore, 
it was only necessary to say here that 
they were on an extraordinarily low 
scale. This cale had not been varied 
for thirteen years, and it included the 
lodging, attendance, and food of the 
soldier. These charges did not apply 
to private houses, as they did in Germany, 
because here private houses were specifi- 
_ cally excepted, and the consequence was 
that all soldiers had to be billeted at 
inns. The point he wished to put before 
the Committee was that the system of 
billeting was not at all the same as that 
pursued in any Continental country, and 
that, therefore, the charges to be paid 
which were enumerated in the schedule 
were really wholly inadequate—— 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-ForsTER rose 
in hs place, and claimed to move, “ That 


the Question be now put.” 


Masor SEELY: You ought to have 
replied, 


Question put, “ That the Question ve 


now put.” 





Ayes, 146; 
(Division List No. 114.) 


The Committee divided; 
Noes, 105. 


AYES. 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte — { Cavendish, V.( 


'.W (Derbyshire) 


Fison, Frederick William 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) Flower, Sir Ernest 

Anson, Sir William Reynell | Clive, Captain Percy A. Forster, Henry William 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Coates, Edward Feetham Gardner, Ernest 
Arnoid-Forster,Rt.Hn. Hugh O | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Arrol, Sir William Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Gordon, Hn.'J. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole | Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Balcarres, Lord | Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) | Gordon,MajEvans(T’r H’mlets 


Balfour, = Hn.A.J. (Manch’r.) | Crossley, 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Dalrymple, 
Balfour, (Christch. | Davenport, 


Banner, | Denny, 


k 
Ke nneth R. 
John S. ecuinad. 


Bartley, Sir George C. T. | Dickson, 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. | Disraeli, 
Bignold, Sir Arthur | Doughty, Sir 
Bing oy Lord | Douglas, 
Blundell. Colonel Henry | Duke, 

Bond, a lward | Everton, Hon. A 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F (Middlesex | Fellowes, Hn. 
Brassey. — 


| Fielden, 
Finch, 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbeil,J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 


Mr. Lloyd-Georye. 


Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Sir 
William Bromley 
Colonel 

Charles Scott 
Coningsby Ralph 


Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Henry Edward 


Ailwyn Edward 
| Fergusson. Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Mane’r 
Edward Brocklehurst 
Rt. Hon. 
Finlay.SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Harris,F Leverton(Tynemouth 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords., N. W. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 


Charles 


George 


. de Tatton 


George H. 
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Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W. (Mile End) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks., N. R. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE. (Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

igg, John 
Bright, Allan Heywood 

surke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice, CaptEC(S. Andrw’s B’ghs 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Findlay, Alex (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 


2t. Hn Herb. John 


Gladstone, 


{6 Aprit 1905} 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 





NOES. 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 





Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander | 
) Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,RtHnJ Parker(Lanarks) 
| Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tutf, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E. (Taunt’n 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| 
| 
| 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

tedmond, John E (Waterford) 
tichards, Thos.(W.Monmouth 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.} 
Roche, Joha 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radeclifte) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John C (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse and Mr. 
Herbert Samuel. 
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Question put accordingly, “‘ That the 


1 COMMONS} 


words proposed to be left out stand part | Noes, 101. 


of the clause.” 


Agg-Gardaer, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHn A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. ) 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt-Col. H. F.( Middlesex ) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M. (DublinUniv 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sie Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim, S 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Feerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt HnSir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edwara Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RB (Inv’rn’ssB’ ghs) 
Fisher Williain Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 


Abranam, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldweli, James 





| 
| 
| 
| 


AYES. 
Forster, Henry William 


Gardner, Ernest 

Crodson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJ.E. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir James(StaffordsNW 
Hope, J. F./Sheffield, Brightsiae 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent, Favershm 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Sianey, Rt Hn Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles. Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, HnHLW (Mile End) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks NR 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower. Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, RtHnWaiter (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt Hn SirH F(Wiegt’n) 
Maxwell, W..J.H.{ Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Tnomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES. 
Cautson, Richard Knignt 
Cawley, Frederick 
Claney, John Joseph 


| Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Crean, Eugene 


| Cremer, William Randal 


Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C, 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
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The Committee divided; Ayes, 145; 
(Division List No. 115.) 


Morrisor, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palinec, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Peel, Hn Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Ecward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, RtHn.J Parker (Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tun, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wniteley, H (Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


! Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
‘ Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


| Duffy, William J. 


Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt E C(SAndrw’sBghs. 
Emmott, Altred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench. Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 








oe eee eee 


wwliew lies eeiieeile=iies! 





Sir 
and 


ghs. 
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Gladstone, Rt Hn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Guiffita, Ellis, J. 

Hardie, J Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John 8: 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol. E. 
Johnson, Sohn 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones. William (Carnaevonsnire 
Toyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, fohn Herbert 


Llovd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


Whereupon Mr. 
ForsrER moved, 


be now put.” 


Mr. 


not hear a word. 


Mr. C H ARLES 


word was heard. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 145; 


Ags. Gardner r, James Tynte 
Agnew, S r Andrew Nocl 
Anson, Sit William Reynell 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.Hugh 0. 
Arrol, _ William 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Jalfour. Rt. Hn.Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Chrisich 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartle 5, Sir George C. T. 
Bhownageree. Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel He nry 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H.F.(Middlesex 
Brasse y, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Uriy. 


VOL. CXLIV. 





Secretary 
«That the Question 
‘That the clause stand part of the Bill’ 


LLOYD-GEORGE : 
of order, I submit that it is not fair and 
respectful to the House that a 
fi the Crown should mutter and mumble 
some Motion of which the Committee does 


HOBHOUSE : 


| O'Donnell, T 
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M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

MW Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, Jonn J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O’Brien, Patric k (Kilke nny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Donneil. John (Mayo, 8.) 

. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Paulton, James Melior 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M 
Redmond. 
Richards, 


‘oun E.( 


Mr. 
right hon. 


ARNOLD- 


: 
| 


zt 
| 
| 
| 


Watercfora) | 


| 


Thomas(WMonm't:) | 


SWIFT MACNEILL: 


Sullivan, 
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Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

tose, Charles Day 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitecha, el) 
Seely, Maj .J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Jonn (Forfarshire) 
Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 

Fomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Cathea-t (Orkne y 


| White, George (Norfolk) 


Whitley, J. H. (H_lifax) 

| Wils on, John (Durham, Mia.) 

— 
Osmond 


Fulle 


FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Willams and Mr. 


Cannot the 


Gentleman speak out in the 
English language. 


He had better raise 


his voice next time. 


On a point ‘ 

* THE 
right hon. 
Question, 


the Bill” 


Minister 


DEPUTY-CHATRMAN : 


* That Clause 3 
be now put. 


my 
he 


Gentleman moved that the 


> 


stand part of 
The Question is 


* That the Question that Clause 3 stand 
part of the Bill be now put.” 


Not a 


Question put. 


Noes, 100. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Tnos. H. a. Ek. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim, 8 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralpn 
Doughty, Sir George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


[FourtH Series.] 2 F 


(Division List No. 116.) 


Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Heary William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin & Nairn ) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’r H’ mlets 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Mary.of (L’donderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynemouth 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Hops, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
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Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) | 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Wenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick. William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks., \.R.) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon, Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming | 
Maconochie, A. W. | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. | 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH.E.(Wiet'n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Army 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randai 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Flibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt EC(S. Andrw’sB’ghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 





Question put accordingly, “ That the 
Clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Age-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 


| Mount, 


{COMMONS} 


Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpetn, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffielca) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropnecr, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Won. James 
Ruthertord, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 


Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layiand-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘ Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, vonn J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South} 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

©’ Dowd, Jonn 


0’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Noes, 101. 
AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Sharpe, William Edward '. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, A. H. (Hertford, East) 
Swith, Rt Hn.J:Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuff, Charles 


Turnour, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond. Rt.Hn.Sit William H, 


| Warde, Colonel C. FE. 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 





Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und-Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wilsen, Jobn (Glasgow 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AvES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O'Malley, Wiiliam 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James Jonn 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. Jonn G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Poilips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weson, John C. (Orkney‘ 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse and Mr. 
Fuller. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 145; 
(Division List No. 117.) 


! arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO 
! Arrol, Sir William 








Cul 
Del. 
Dey 
Dov 
Dow 





th} 
d.) 


Mr. 
Mr. 
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Bailey, James (Walwortn) 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hor. 4..1.(Manch’r) 
jalfour, Rt. HnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. Christch. 
Janner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
shownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edwara 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F (Middl’sex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John’ George 
Compbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. ) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cayendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Kdw. H. Athole 
Craig, CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenpert, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke. Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. a. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Eaward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay. SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gouson,SirA ugustusFrederick) 
Gordon,Hn. J. b.(Elgin& Nairn } 


Army 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.EF.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

srige, John 

Bright, Allan Heywooa 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knigbt 
Cawley, Frederick 

Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
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Gordon, J. (Lonaonderry, 8S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’ milets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Walford D(Wednesbury | 
Greene, W. Ray mond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Mary.of(L’na’nderry | 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th) | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath.SirJames (Staffords.N W | 
Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecii 
Hunt. Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W. | 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-Cenere! 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W. (Mile End 
Lawson,JohnGrant(Yorks,N.R 
Legge, Col. Hoo. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Long,Col. ChariesW.( Evesham) 
Lon. , Rt.Hn. Waiter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James a. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring. Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell. Rt. Hn.SirH F.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W...H. Dumfries’ hire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth. Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 





| 
| 
| 





NOES, 
Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of | 
Ellice,Capt. EC(SAndrw’sBehs 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Findlay. Alexandes(Lanark,.NE 
Flynn. James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, Johu Sharp 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. RobertWellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John 8. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
fenwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,Rt HnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charlies 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt. Hn SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvons.) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson. Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall. } 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 
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Murphy. John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John {Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, WW.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


{COMMONS} 


Pease. J. A. (Saffron Walcen) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

tose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.F.B.(isle of Wi_ht) 
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Sullivan, Dona! 
Taylor, Theodore C. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, George (Norfolk) | 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williains. Osmone (Merione th) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Vio.) 


82) 


( Radcliffe) 





O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shee, James John 
Paulton, James Melior 


Sheehy. David 





Mr. KETR HARDIE moved a new 
clause, which read as follows :—‘‘ An 
abstract of the Army Act, principally of 
those sectionsreferring to Judges, offences, 
and punishments, shall be prepared and 
exhibited in every recruiting station, and 
shall be read to each applicant for service 
in the Army before he is permitted to 
enlist.” Under the Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Act an abstract of the Act and acopy 
of the rules in force in a colliery had to 


be prepared and posted up in legible. 


characters in some conspicuous place at, 
or near, the mine, where they might be 
read by persons employed or those about 
to be employed. The Act also provided 
that a copy of this abstract and rules 
should be supplied toevery collier working 
in the mine. Under the Act of 1887 it 
was laid down in efiect that, if colliers were 
to be expected to obey the law, steps 
should be taken to let them know what 
the law was, and surely what was held 
to be necessary in the case of colliers 
should not be less necessary in the case 
of soldiers. The Army Act which they 
were discussing consisted of 190 clauses, 
and it was impossible to believe that even 
an experienced soldier could know 
a tithe of the clauses which he was 
expected to obey. Young men were 
induced to enter a sphere which was 
altogether new to them, and where their 
duties were altogether new. There was 
nothing to which they had been accus- 
tomed in their former state of life, and yet 


they were expected to obey all the pro- | 


visions of this Act subject to very serious 
penalties. It was, for instance, 


on the other side whom he thought he 
could take prisoners, and in his zeal 
rushed out to secure these men without 
having first obtained permission from 
his superior officer, he by that very act 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) } 


laid | 


down that, if a young soldier saw soldiers | 
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Catheart Wason andl Mr. 
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. 
was rendering himself liable to penal 
servitude. He asked that these things 
should be put in such handy form that 
the soldier should know what was 
expected of him. There were other 
things in this Act with which a person 


seeking enlistment should be made 
acquainted. There were all sorts of 


restrictions and limitations imposed upon 
the soldier. He saw the glowing ad- 
vertisements posted outside the post 
offices, churches and prisons, and read 
the glowing accounts of deeds of heroism 
on the field of battle, but he was not 
made acquainted with the regulations 
and conditions under which he was 
expected to serve when he enlisted. 
Even if it were desirable to parade the 
glories of the Army in order to induce 
a man to enlist, the other side also should 
be revealed to him, so that the man might 
not enlist in ignorance of what he was 
doig. One reason why men of decent 
stamina were refusing to enter the Army 
at all was because they heard that the 
conditions of service were unduly hard and 
severe. These facts got spread abroad 
and made men chary about. enlisting. 
Thousands were of his opinion that if 
good meu could be obtained they would 
make up for the weaklings. The more 
honour and honesty there was in regard 
to enlisting in the Army the better would 
be the class of men likely to be drawn 
into it. 


*Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur 
ham, Barnard Castle) seconded, and said 
he thought they were fully justified in 
pressing this new clause. They had ap- 


pealed to the Secretary of State for War 
'that something in the nature of an ab- 
stract should be published for the benefit 
of the soldier. 
were evidently not considered and there- 


Those appeals, however, 
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fore they were compelled to take the only 
course open to them, and that was to 
bring forward a new clause and propose | 


that it be added to the Bill. This was | 


no new principle they were asking 
“ Committee to accept. The mover 

the Resolution had pointed to the 
Co: il Mines Regulation:Act , Which provided 
for an abstract so far as miners were con- 
cerned. There was a much more recent 
example to be found in the Truck Act of 
188, passed by a Conservative Govern- 
ment. Under that Act the employer was 
to summarise the main features and post 
them in a place so that those employed 
should know the conditions which would 
apply to them. One hon, Member had 
suggested that the case of the soldier 


and of the ordinary workman were | 


entirely different, but he failed to see 


where the difference existed. Surelv if | 
it were right for Governments to enforce | 


conditions upon employers it must also 
be right that Governments, who were 


emplovers, should be prepared to ac- | 
cept similar conditions for the servants | 


they employed. It was, moreover, 


right that the Committee should stand | 


up for the soldier. They had had 
a yeneral desire expressed since the 


publication of the Report of an in- | 


quiry into the condition of the Army, | 


for a higher degree of efficiency, and | 


efliciency could not be built up on 
ignorance. If they were going to 
withhold from the soldier, or from 
the individual who desired to enlist, 
the actual conditions under which his | 
services should take place, surely it 
was not tending to the promotion of a 
higher state of efficiency. He ventured 
to suggest that the more knowledge they 
could give to the individual unit in the 
various sections of the Army the better 
it would be. We might have a smaller 
Army as the result, but it would be 
better to have a smaller but informed 
Army, and that the men should enter 
the service fully informed as to the 


conditions under which they were to | 


Serve 


_ A New Clause (Exhibition of abstract 
In recruiting stations)—(Mr. Keir 
Hardie),—brought up, and read the first 
tine. 


Motion made, and Question prop: osed, 
“That the Clase be read a second time.” 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he 


could not accept the clause as he 
thought it was quite unnecessary. 
He did not see why such a pro- 
| vision was more necessary for the 
Army than it was for the Navy. No 
exception was taken on the part of the 
men in regard to their present state of 
information, and it had not been con- 
tended that what was called the ‘‘ Small 
Book” which they were entitled to apply 
for and possess and which most men did 
possess, was insufficient. The sections 
of the Army Act which deal with 
discipline were read out constantly 
to the troops, and every soldier could 
see the Act itself and what was known 
| as the summary of the Act contained 
in the ‘ Small Book.” 








Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Are those read 
/out also to the recruits joining ? 

Mr. J. A. PEASE said that some of 
them were ggasi of what the con- 
tents of this “Small Book” might be, 
| but what they desired was that both 
those who proposed to become recruits 
|as well as those who joined the Army 
| should really understand what the pen- 
alties were to which they subjected 
themselves when they joined the Army, 
|and what the offences were in respect 
‘of which those penalties were imposed. 
| Many hon. Members thought that the 
| State should be a model employer, and 
| the House had compelled employers to 
| pli wce certain rules before their workmen 
| It was now proposed that they should 
}lav down rules very similar for them- 
| selves to those they had laid down for 
others. Was, he asked, the ‘ Small 
Book” a fair abstract of the 190 clauses 
of the Army Act ? 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said it was 
| indeed’ surprising that the right hon. 
| Chenalsinan the Secretary of State for 
| War who expressed a most extreme 
anxiety for the reorganisation and re- 
form of the Army in order to make it 
more efficient for the defence of the 
Empire, should have a moment’s hesi- 
tation in conceding what had been 
asked for in the new clause proposed. 
It was absolutely reasonable that those 
who were asked to join the Army should 
be informed before they were recruited 
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what were the terms and conditions, 
the regulation, and discipline to which 
they were to be subjected. He repre- 
sented a district of Yorkshire from 
which came a very large number of 
recruits during the war, and a _ very 
large number of Militia, Yeomanry, and 
Volunteers also came from there and 
offered to go to South Africa to 
fight the battles of their country. But 
their experience was that the discip- 
Ine of the Army was needlessly harsh 
in many respects, and the system sent 
bick nine out of ten of these men abso- 
litely disgusted with the Army and 
m litary operations, and when the time 
came again when this country needed 
every son to fight her battles they would 
not get the same response as on the 
last occasion. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man wished to defend the British Empire 
he would remove unjust and_ senseless 
restrictions and the petty conditions 
which were contained in the Army Act. 
If was high time that the Army Act was 
reconsidered by the House to a much 
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| Disraeli, Coningsby 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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fuller degree than it had been in late 
years. For the Prime Minister to tell 
them that the Army Act had been passed 
year after year was no excuse for his 
proceeding to endeavour not to allow 
them a fair opportunity of discussing 
it. The Secretary for War owed it to 
the Committee that he should not meet 
proposals of this sort in a carping syirit, 
but that he should welcome them and re- 
move everything which was an impedi- 
ment to the best men entering the Army. 
He regretted deeply the manifestation 
of this want of sympathy both on the part 
of the Prime Minister and the Secretary 
of State for War. 


Mr. Secretary ArNoLD-ForstEr rose 
in his place, and claimed to move, ‘* That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Aves. 141; 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he rose | 


to move to report Progress, and sub- 
mitted that the time had arrived when 
the Prime Minister should allow them to 
do They had made considerable 
progress and there was Progress to report. 
They had practically got through the 
whole of the Bill and had come to deal 
with new clauses. There were four or 
tive of the new clauses to be proposed 
which were very important. [‘* Oh.”] 
Did hon. Members mean to suggest that 
the question of corporal punishment in 
the Army was not an important question. 


so. 


SeveraL HON. MEMBERS: 
been repealed, 


It has 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: It has not. 


Whoever told you that told you wrong. 


*THE 


DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : 


the hon. Member move anything ? 


Does 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
moving to report Progress on the 
Bill, and he appealed to the Prime 


Minister to allow them to report Pro- 
gress the measure must  neces- 
sarily take some time. There was a 
very important Bill coming on at noon. 
Could it be that the object of the Govern- 
ment was not to forward their own 
business, but to delay other business ? 
Did they want the Marriage with a 
Deceased Wife’s Sisters Bill not to come 
on? 


as 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. 
L/oyd-George.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Motion 
was not one that he could be expected to 
accede to. He was not aware of any 
occasion on which the Army Bill, upon 
which they were now engaged, introduced 
without changes to the House had taken 
more time than this Bill had taken. 
There was nothing in the circumstances 
this year which should make them 
depart from their ordinary course. He 
hoped the hon. Member would allow them 
to continue the discussion. 


Mr. McKENWNA said he understood 
that it was not necessary that the Act 
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should be passed until the 30th of April. 
They had four days next week and three 
the week after before the holidays began. 
Any night on Monday, Tuesday, or 
Thursday next week would be fully 
ample time to discuss the matter in 
Committee; and as it was quite certain 
that the Government did not mean to 
accept any Amendment it meant tnat 
once that stage of the Bill was over, 
the only remaining stage would be the 
Third Reading. That would mean under 
the system of closure, which apparently 
was regularly to be applied, balf an hour 
on Monday or Tuesday next. Under 
those circumstances why should not 
the Prime Minister allow them to report 
Progress now at a reasonable hour. 
If he did not, what was the alternative ? 
This Bill required an enormous amount 
of amendment. The Prime Minister 
had to set the brute force of his majority 
against the ingenuity on the Opposition 
side. The brute force was that of a 
weakened majority. Once before the 
right hon. Gentleman attempted this 
plan, but he failed to carry it out. The 
Opposition could protract the proceedings 
till twelve that day, or till midnight. 
[Cries of “Go on.”] He very well 
remembered last session that cries of 
“Go on; go on” were raised at five or 
six o'clock in the morning, but between 
eleven and twelve and one and two there 
was abject silence on those benches. Hon. 
Members opposite ought to recognise, if 
they did not, that there was a quite 
sufficient body of Gentlemen on that 
side of the House who were ready to sit 
as long as they were. They ought to 
recognise that every single clause of this 
Army Act was the subject of Amendment 
by new clauses inserted in the Army 
(Annual) Bill, and the closure had to 
come into operation on each new clause 
under the present system. It was there- 
fore possible for them to have at least 
190 new clauses. Would it not be in- 
finitely better for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to allow his dejected followers to go 
home quietly to bed, and he would in the 
long run get his Bill through with far less 
expenditure of labour than if he persisted 
in going on now. The next Motion of 
Progress might be moved at ten o'clock, 
but the three or four hours which inter- 
vened had better be spent in bed. 





831 Army 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said that 


{COMMONS 


(Annual) Bil. 832 


consultations between the Financial 


this was the second evening this week that | Secretary and the Attorney-General in 


this Bill had been put down for discus- 


order, he had no doubt, to arrive at a fuller 


sion. It was put down on an earlier | comprehension of this Act than the 


evening as the second order, and then the 
House come down to discuss it at a 
reasonable length, thinking that they 
should have another opportunity. But 


for some mysterious reason there was | 
nobody on that bench to move the Com- | 


mittee stage of the Bill on Tuesday even- 
ing last, and the result was tha~ the dis- 
cussion instead of taking two evenings 
had been confined to one evening. They 
on that side, however, were not responsible 
for the action of the 
Tuesday last. They regretted the:r ab- 


Government on | 


Financial Secretary had before this discus- 
sion took plece. They were not, however, 
only going to discuss classes with which 
the Attorney-General was familiar, but 
new clauses with which he was un- 
acquainted. He thought it was beter 
that they should adjourn till Monday 
next, when the two hon. Gentlemen could 
come to an agreement on the point. 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his ploce, 
and claimed to move, ‘‘That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 





sence and wou'd have 


prepared to discuss this Bill then. 
were, however, driven to discuss this Bill 
in one evening when it ought to have taken 


two. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt Hon. John 
3ailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour, Rt Hn. Gerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lieut.-Col HF (Middle’x 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Charles Edw. H. Athole 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


been perfectly 


Ever since they had been d scuss- | 
ing these m tters there had 





They 


now put.” 


Novs, 96. 


een great 


AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Ha.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv*rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’r H’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’donderry) 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir James(StatfordsN W 
Hope, J. F(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W_(MileEnd) 
Lawson, John Grant( YorksN.R 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Question put, “That the Question be 
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| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
| Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
| Long, Rt. Hon. Walter( Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt Hn.SirH. E(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy. Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, RtHn J. Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 





Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Riehard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany William 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkeany, N.) | 
Doogan, P. C. | 
Douglas,Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. | 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptE.C(SAndrw’sB’ghs | 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Rve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE | 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. | 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
tiladstone, Rt.Hn.He.bertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 





| 
| 


| 
| 


(Question put accordingly 
Chairman d> report Progress; and ask : 


leave to sit again.” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Parran, Rowland Hirst 

sarry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 


» “That the 
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Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon Sir WilliamH 
Warde, Colonel C. FE. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne) | 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
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Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Hayden, John Patricl: 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Mac Neill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, Jobn 

O’ Kelly. Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 


Noes, 141. 


AYES, 


Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Chas. M. 
Duffy, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sB’ ghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
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Paulton, James Mellor 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John FE. (Waterford) 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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Sullivan, Donal 
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Tomkinson, James 
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Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Johnson, John 
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Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
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Mooney, John J. 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
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Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
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*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN asked 
the hon. Member for Oswestry to ex- 
plain his new clause which provided 
that notwithstanding anything in the 
Act it should not be lawful to inflict 
corporal punishment upon soldiers for 
insubordination and other offences. How 
did he bring that in as a new clause, 
-eeing that the Act had already been 
altered and flogging abolished ? 


*Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said that Section 133 of the Army Act 
proved that the new clause was in 
order. Section 133 provided that power 
should be vested in the Secretary of 
State, and in India in the Governor- 
(teneral, from time to time to make, 
alter, and repeal rules for the manage- 
ment of military prisons and the main- 
tenance of discipline in them and 
for the punishment of prisoners by the 
infliction of twenty-five lashes for offences 
committed by such prisoners. That was 
to say, that there was the power of in- 
flicting twenty-five lashes in military 
prisons for offences of military insub- 
ordination or otherwise, and he thought 
it was an exceedingly shocking state of 
things. They had believed that some 
time ago all corporal punishment had 
been abolished from the Army, and he 
thought it was something rather contrary 
to our present degree of civilisation to 
tind that simply for offences in discipline 
in prisons there was still power to inflict 
such an extreme penalty as twenty-five 
lashes under the support and authority 
of: the Secretary of State. He did 
not*know whether this was likely to 
commend itself to the House, and he 
thought there ought to be some recon- 
sideration of this matter, He thought 
this was an instance of savagery. He 
did not know whether this provision was 
acted upon, but what had struck him 
about the Act was that it wanted a 
thorough overhauling, and if the result 
of that night’s debate was to get these 
twenty-five lashes done away with some- 
thing would have resulted from it. #He 
begged to move. a 5 3 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
seconded the new clause and said this 


was a subject in which he felt very 
deeply interested. They looked with 
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great interest each year to the Report 
of His Majesty’s Inspector of Military 
Prisons, and he thought they had 
ground to complain that they did 
not receive it much earlier. The latest 
Report thev now had in their hands was 
that for 1903. He had turned to that, and 
saw that on seven different occasions in 
our home prisons, excluding those in 
Egypt and India, corporal punishment 
with the, cat-o’-nine tails was inflicted, 
although the inspector did not give any 
details as to the number of lashes. 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Does 
the hon. Member say that this is in 
military prisons ? 


Mr. TOMKINSON said he was allud- 
ing to military prisons. A greit im- 
provement had taken place, and that 
great improvement was due to the very 
earnest lady who wrote a very thrilling 
book called ‘‘ Scarlet and Steel.” It was 
said to be sensational and exaggerated, 
but he had looked into the matter and 
had ascertained the sources of her infor- 
mation, and found it was founded on 
fact and on truth. What was the state 
The soldier now was sup- 
posed to be let off absolutely from the 
disgraceful and degrading punishment of 
flogging. He was sent to a military 
pzison only for a militiry offence, and he 
continued « soldier. If he committed ‘a 
civil crime he was tried before a civil 
Court and went to ac’vil prison, and that 
did not come under their cognisance. 
As he had said, a soldier sent for a 
military offence to a military prison was 
still a soldier and ougat not to be sub- 
jected to this disgraceful and odious 
punishment of flogging which was now 
inflicted upon him. He contended 
strong!y that the supposed necessity for 
flogging in military prisons was only a 
proof of the incompetence of the authori- 
ties, namely, of the governors and 
warders, to keep order there. Previously 
to recent reforms there were in this 
country two classes of military prisons, 
one at the head of which were officers 
who were gentlemen, and at the head of 
the other were retired sergeant-majors or 
retired police officers. In thes» different 
prisons were practically the same number 
of prisoners, and yet there were practi- 
cally twice as many corpora! punishments 
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inflicted in the prisons presided over by 
the ex-sergeant-majors or the police 
officers as there were in the prisons pre- 
sided over by the officers and gentlemen. 
That proved that one class of men had 
thought it necessary to inflict this sort of 
punishment twice as often as had the other 
class. Corporal punishment had been done 
away with in Irish prisons and had not 
been inflicted for years, and yet in our 
military prisons it had been inflicted on 
several occasions, although the Irish 
authorities had found themselves able to 
dispense with it, and to keep perfect 
order without it. He thought that the 
soldier in the British Army ought to be 
absolutely free from any liability to such 
a punishment, whether free or detained in 
a military prison. It was a cruel and 
brutalising punishment—the punishment 
of a slave, 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Yes, of a 


Chinese slave. 


Mr. TOMKINSON said it was torture. 
People asked what twenty-five lashes 
meant. The lash had nine tails, and 
was a method of inflicting the severest 
punishment without actually endangering 
life. 


New Clause (Prohibition of corporal 
punishment,) — (Mr. Bright,) — brought 
up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


*Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromLry 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) 
thought the hon. Member for Oswestry 
had chosen an unfortunate method of 
drawing attention to this subject, because 
he had drawn up a new clause by which 
it was suggested that the practice ol 
tiogging continued in the Army. He was 
sure the hon. Member did not intend to 
suggest that, but that undoubtedly was 
the suggestion made by his clause. In 
his speech, however, he pointed out that 
he was referring to military prisons. 


*Mr. BRIGHT: I am willing to alter 
the clause so as to make it refer to mili- 
tary prisons only, 

Mr. Tomkinson. 
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*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT 


thought the Committee quite understood 
what the hon. Member desired. It was 
quite true that in military prisons they 
retained this power for enforcing dis- 
cipline, which was found to be necessary 
for the protection of warders placed over 
civil prisoners. It was not for him to 
say whether it was necessary or not. 
He objected to this form of punishment 
as much as any hon. Members could, but 
the proper method of raising this very 
important question was not upon a side 
issue on the Army Annual Bill, but asa 
direct issue upon the larger question of 
whether it was or was not necessary to 


retain the power in prisons generally, on 


the Civil Service Estimates. He was 
quite sure that the Secretary of State for 
War would follow the example of abolish- 
ing this punishment if it were set by the 
civil authorities, 


Me. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said it was not their fault that they were 
raising the questionnow. The right hon. 
Gentleman had admitted the enormous 
importance of it, and his Government 
had forced on the discussion of this ques- 
tion till twenty minutes past six in the 
morning. There were a large number of 
military offences under the Act which 
were punishable by flogging. Taking the 
fourth clause, there were in that seven 
classes of offences, and any prisoner who 
was subject to military law and who 
committed one of those offences would 
be liable to suffer death or any such 
punishment as was mentioned in the 
Act, and flogging was mentioned in the 
Acts 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No. 
the hon. Member is mistaken. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS said the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Oswestry had rea‘ 
the clause in which that punishment was 
laid down. In the next clause ther: 
were six different classes of offences for 
which the offender was liable to suffer 
penal servitude or such other punisli- 
ment as was mentioned in the Act. Jn 
other clauses there were other offences 
for which the offender was lhatle on 
conviction to suffer death or such other 
punishment as was mentioned in thie 
Act. He thought that his hon. friend 
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had made out a case for the new clause. 
They had had an admission from the 
Government that the question was of a 
most important character, and they had 
had a statement that flogging did not 
now prevail. But they found that it 
did now prevail, and now was the time 
for the House of Commons to discuss 
and yote upon the subject. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
2oBERT Fixuay, Inverness Burghs) said 
that if the hon. Gentleman would look 
at the Army Act he would see that he 
was nustuken in supposing that flogging 
in the Army for any of the offences he 
referred to existed as a punishment. 
Flogging in the Army had been abolished, 
but a soldier was subject in civil prisons 
to the same punishment as other persons. 


An HON. MEMBER: But his offence 


is amilitary one. 


Srr ROBERT FINLAY said precisely 
so, but if it was found necessary in 
civil prisons to have recourse to flogging, 
for what reason could the hon. Member 
suggest that it was not suitable in 
military prisons? Civil and military 
prisoners were on the same footing. [ff 
the whole subject was to be considered, 
he very much doubted if it would be 
possible to secure safety for the warders 
if flogging was abolished. He confessed 
that he had serious doubts upon the 
subject, and it would be obviously absurd 
to make this distinction now between 
civil and military prisons, and that was 
the only question with which the Com- 
mittee was concerned. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: Is 


abolished in Ireland 2 


it not 


Sir ROBERT 


aware of that. 


FINLAY: I am not 


Me. JOSEPH WALTON said the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the War 
Office had told them that this was not a 
suitable opportunity on which to raise 
this most important question, but he 
might point out to the hon, Gentleman 
that when the opportunity arose on the 
Vote for Prisons they were closured, and, 
therefore, His Majesty's Government had 
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not on that occasion given them an oppor- 
tunity to raise it. His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had led the country to believe, and 
the country did believe, that flogging had 
been abolished absolutely and utterly 
in the British Army. [Cries of ‘So it has 
been.”] It hed not, because they now 
found that it prevailed in military 
prisons. Therefore, 2s the occupants of 
military prisons were soldiers, flogging 
was not abolished in connection with the 
Army. He would challenge any Membe1 
on the Government side of the House 
who voted against this new clause to 29 
down to his constituents and see if he 
could get a vote of confidence ; which 
showed that flogging in any shape or 
form, whether it was inside or outsid« 
military prisons, should not be per- 
mitted. It was a degrading form of 
punishment which ought to be abolished 
forever. If nothing else had been done 
by their sitting up all night than the 
raising of this question of common 
hum«nity and justice to our soldiers the 
night would have been well spent. Thex 
sought to have in the Army men of good 
character, morale, and physique, but 
when a man possessing those qualities 
knew that when he entered the Army. 
by some mischance, he was liable to be 
sent to a military prison and flogged 
there, he would not enter the Army. 
Flogging was not popular in connection 
with the British Army, and it was 
generally believed to have been abolished 
forever. The question had been raised 
of flogging in civil prisons, but thev 
on that side objected to that as much as 
to flogging in military prisons. They 
could not discuss civil prisons that 
evening, but they were entitled to say 
that they abhorred the practice and 
that flogging was calculated to discourage 
the best class of men from entering the 
Army and was responsible Jargely for 
the ineffective condition of the Army. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said _ the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office, 
although he admitted the importance of 
this matter, rather evaded the point of 
his right hon. friend’s clause. He said 
that there was flogging in civil prisons, 
and that the Government were only 
applying the same rule to military 
prisons, but the Financial Secretary had 
overlooked this fact, that the civil prisons 
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received prisoners who had done some- ! 
thing which involved a moral taint. | 
Many of the offences under the Army | 
Act, however, for which a soldier would | 
be sent to a military prison were mere | 


acts of indiscretion. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It) 
has not been suggested that they are 
flogged for such offences as that. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that there 
again the hon. Gentleman had overlooked 
the difference between the two classes of | 
prisoners. A man might be imprisoned | 
in a military prison not because he was 
guilty of anv moral turpitude, but simply 
on account of an indiscretion. They | 
had 24,000 cases of imprisonment in a 
vear in the Army, and these were not | 
cases of crime. They were not offences | 
in the sense in which they were in| 
civil prisons. What happened? The 
moment the prisoners were in the military 
prisons thev were liable to be flogged by 
the order of a couple of subalterns 
sitting as a Court-martial. [Cries of *‘ No, 
no!”| He said that two subilterns, | 
sitting as a Court-martial, at the present | 
time could order a flogging. [Several | 
Hon. Mempers: The hon. Member | 
is quite wrong.] His authority was 
obtained from those who had investigated 
the matter for themselves. 


LigUTENANT MORRISON (Wiltshire, 
Wilton) pointed out that two subalteras | 
could not constitute a Court-martial as | 
the law required three subalterns to | 
constitute one. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE said he thought 
what the hon. Member for Caraarvon 
had said was rather due to something 
that he had told him afew moments ago. 
He thought it was onlv fair that if the 
hon. Gentleman had made a mistake on 
his direction he, at anv rate, should take 
the responsibility. In 1897 he went 
very fully into this matter. He got a 
gentleman at the Bar to go into all the 
statutes under which prisoners could be 
flogged in prison for various offences. 
He had to go through a large number of 
cases, and in one of those cases he dis- 
tinetly remembered that two subalterns 
were respons ble for the flogging of one 

Mr. Lloyd-Gcorge. 
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of these prisoners in a military prison. 
He was quite sure of the fact. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE hoped the hon, 


Member was satisfiel now. [Cries of 
‘‘No.’] All he could say was that he 


was prepared to accept the authority of 
his hon. friend. Supposing they had 
24,000 military offences in the course of 


/a year for which offenders were im- 
| prisoned, 
| be flogged, and he did not think it was 


In all those cases they could 


fair to treat members of the Army in 
the same way as they treated criminals, 
Did the hon. Member think it was fair 
and caleulatel to raise the character 


| of the Army, that the soldier, for a breach 


of discipline, should be liable to the same 
class of punishment as the burglar or 
housebreaker in Wandsworth Gaol. 


LIEUTENANT MORRISON said that as 


he was challenged by the hon. Member, 


ihe might say that the discussion that 


ught was not calculated to clear the 
matter up. What he had wanted was 


| the hon. Gentleman’s ‘authority for his 


statement. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he hid 
asked the hon. Member a specific Ques- 


| tion and one which really went to the 


root of the matter. That Question was 
whether the hon. Member considered it 
right that asoldier who was in prison for 
a small breach of discipline should be 
treated in the same way as a prisoner in 
Wandsworth Gaol, who was there for 
house-breaking or stealing, and the hon. 
Gentleman very discreetly refrained from 
answering his Question. The defence of 
the War Office was that because this was 
done with the criminal and civil prisoners 
the same treatment ought to be meted 
out to the soldiers in military prisons. 
3ut what was the use of abolishing 
flogging in the Army when, by the simple 
excuse of putting a man in prison for 
drunkenness—and that was what very 
often happened—he could be flogged for 
a military offence. That was the Answer 


| which was given by the Financial Secre- 


tary. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT said 
that what he wished to convey was that 
they held that what was necessary for 
the protecticn of civil warders in the one 
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case, was necessary for the protection of | had to be confirmed by the general 
soldier warders in the other case. officer commanding, and one of the 
board had to see it carried out, He was 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he quite | the officer who was detailed to be present, 
understood that the hon. Gentleman's | and all he could say was that, although 
proposition was that the soldier was on | he did not wish to see the man flogged, 
the same level as the criminal. [Cries of | the only man who seemed to be suffering 
“No.”] But that was the proposition, | from it was the doctor, whose nerves gave 
and, according to the hon. Gentleman, he | Way. The punishment was so light that 
was to be treated on the same level as a| the man himself suffered so little that 
criminal, and yet the hon. Gentleman | he laughed. Then, again, there was a 
was one of those who ranted more than | difference between the lash used in prisons 
anyone else against anyone who was said | and that used in the old days when there 
to attack our soldiers in the South | was flogging in the Army. The lash in 
African War. Now, however, the hon. | the old days had not only nine lashes but 
Gentleman was engaged in attempting to | nine knots on every lash. The “cat” 
rush through a Bill at seven o’clock in the | which was used now had nine lashes, but 
morning in which he placed the soldier | there was only one knot on each lash, 
on the same level as the criminal. The| while the handle, which used to be 
First Lord of the Treasury had put them springy, was now stiff, making the 
on the same level as the Chinese coolie, | strokes far less severe. He thought it 
but the hon, Gentleman had gone | was very wrong for the hon. Member 
further and put them on the same | for Carmarvon to trv and make out to 
level as the criminal. Gentlemen on the | the world that soldiers were treated in 
other side said that they had abolished | the same way as burglars. He said it 
corporal punishment in the Army, but | was not true. 
now they had to admit its existence. | enon ; : 
[Cries of “No.”] They would deny| MR. McKENNA said that his hon. 
anything. Their only answer was the friend was perfectly justified in every 
closure. Here they had in this Act a| Word which he had just uttered, The 
provision for twenty-five lashes being defence put forward by the Financial 
given, applying to every man in a mili- | Secretary was that corporal punishment 
tary prison for offences not of a civil | W458 Dever inflicted upon soldiers except 
character but of a military character. | Upon exactly the same terms as it was in- 
He was glad to have extracted from the | flicted upon civilians, and his argument 
hon. Member that admission. was that if they objected to corporal 
punishment they should raise the question 
on the Vote for Civil Prisons. But the 
cases were not parallel, for the law which 
governed civil prisons was not the same as 
the law which governed military prisons. 
Military prisons were subject to the Prisons 
Act of 1877, and the Act which governed 
civil prisons was the Prison Act of 1898. 
Until the hon. Gentleman the Financial 
Secretary could prove that military 
prisons were governed under the Act of 
1898 he could not prove that the punish- 
ment was inflicted upon soldiers upon the 
same terms as civilians. 








*COLONEL WELBY wished to explain 
how totally wrong the hon. Member was 
as to the treatment of men in military 
prisons, NoCourt-martial in peace time 
could inflict the punishment of flogging, 
and the only way in which a soldier 
could suffer flogging in prison was for 
an offence against prison discipline, And 
then this punishment was only given in 
cases where there had been personal 
violence towards the warders. He had 
only known one case of its being inflicted, 
and, as far as he could recollect, in that 
case the punishment was awarded by the} Question put. 
(jarrison Board of Visitors. He had 
been a member of that board, and, after} The Committee divided :—Ayes, 89; 
they had awarded that punishment, it | Noes, 136. (Division List No. 122. 
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Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Bright and Mr. Tomkinson, 


Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,s. 


| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Macdona. John Cumuning 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
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Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Crecnock) 
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Smith, RtHnJ. Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanle y,J ohn Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 


Major SEELY said it appeared that | 
military prisoners were not treated the 
same as civil prisoners. 


*Tus DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Do I 
understand that the hon. Member wants 
to alter the Civil Prisons Act 2? Of course 
he cannot do that. 


Mason SEELY said he wished to 
propose a new Clause as follows— 

“(Qn and after the passing of this Act the 
Prisons Act of 1898 shall be substituted for the 
Prisons Acts of 1865 and 1877 under Section 
133, Sub-section 2, of the Army Act.” 

The effect of that would be that for 
the first time military prisoners would, in 
point of fact, be treated in the same way 
as civil prisoners, At present they were 
not so treated, because he thought the 
Committee would realise that their 
prison procedure was gradually getting 
less and less severe, so tliat the present 
Act of 1898 was less severe than the 
previous Act of 1877, and still less severe 
than the Act of 1865. Therefore they had 
discovered that military prisoners had a 
real und genuine grievance, inasmuch as 
they were liable to be punished under the 
Acts of 1877 and 1865 while civil prisoners 
were punished under the Act of 1898. In 
the Army, however, a man might find 
himself in prison for absurdly small 
ff-nces. Not only might he find himself 
in prison for overloading a chartered 
Vehicle, but he might find himself in 
pr.son because he forgot to pay the 
driver of the cab which he had hired. 
Then, having got into prison for a trivial 
offence for which a civilian would not get 
into prison at all, if he became obstre- 
perous he did not find himself punishable 
under the less severe Act of 1898, but 
under the Acts of 1865 and 1877. 


New Clause (Prisons Act, 1898)— 
(Major Seely)—brought up, and read the 
first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a_ second 
time.” | 
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| Whiteley,H.( Ashton-und-Lyne 

| Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) ! 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Str ROBERT FINLAY said he 
certainly did not think it would be 
wise to read this clause a second 
time. It was quite clear that the 
hon. Member was dealing with this 
matter a good deal in the dark. 
If he would look at the Act of 1898 
he would find that the Secretary of 
State could make rules as to the manner 
in which corporal punishment should be 
inflicted on civil prisoners. He did not 
wish to dogmatise, but he believed that 
it would be found that offences for which 
military prisoners were exposed to 
corporal punishment were substantially 
the same as those for which civil prisoners 
were exposed to that punishment. The 
acts were aggravated breaches of prison 
discipline, and in by far the vast 
majority of cases they were assaults, 
mostly of an aggravated character, upon 
warders. The Secretary of State for War 
authorised him tosay that he would have 
the whole matter looked into with a desire 
to assimilate the system under which 
corporal punishment was administered in 
civil and military prisons, if they were 
not assimilated at present. If they were 
found to be dissimilar, steps would be 
taken to assimilate them. 


Mr. McKENNA thought they had 
reached @ point at which the Government 
might reconsider their determination not 
to close these proceedings, At a quarter 
to seven o’clock the Financial] Secretary 
to the War Office assured them, in the 
most positive manner, that the position 
of the two classes of prisoners, military 
and civil, was identical, and at ten 


| minutes past seven the Attorney-General 


got up, and, with much more prudence, 
said that he believed that there was sub- 
stantial similarity between the two. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 


never used the word “ identical.” 


Mr. McKENNA asked how th? hon, 
Gentleman could dare say that when he 
had cheered a passage which he had read 
and which seemed to imply identity. Of 
course he meant it. This came of sitting 
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so late in the morning. The hon. Gentle- | 


man, who in ordinary cases was the soul 
of honour, was seduced at ten minutes 
past seven into using language which was 
almost, if not quite, the language of 
prevarication, [Cries of “Oh” and 
““Withdraw.’’] 


*Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That is 
not Parliamentary language, and must 
be withdrawn, 


Mr. McKENNA: Well, I withdraw it. 
I attribute my use of it to the time—ten 
minutes past seven. The hon. Member 
proceeded to say that he hoped that the 
Attorney-General and the Secretary of 
State for War would recognise that this 
was one of the questions which might 
fairly be raised on the Army Act. He 
should certainly support the new clause 
of his hon, friend, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
the debate which had taken place on this 
Amendment was a complete justification 
for what had happened before. It was 
said that prisoners in military prisons 
were treated in exactly the same way as 
prisoners in civil prisons. Now, however, 
it turned out that they were treated 
under a much more severe set of Acts of 
Parliament, He appealed to the Govern- 
ment to accept the clause, and he ventured 
to say it would facilitate the progress of 
the measure very considerably at this 
stage if they would make this con- 
cession, If, however, they did not think 
the form of words in which it had been 
drawn were quite adapted to the 
vceasion, would they undertake to deal 
with the matter. The application of the 
Act of 1898 to military prisons was orly 
prevented by a technicality, and if the 
Government agreed to the principle of 
the extension of the Act of 1898 to 
military prisons, would they agree to 
bring upaclause on Report. [Mr. Cap- 
WELL: There will be no Report.] Well, 
if there was not a Report stage, the 
(iovernment could move to recommit the 
sill on this particular, and he thought 
that his hon, friends and himself could 
undertake that if the Bill were recom- 
mitted it would not be made the 
opportunity for discussion. Of course it 
would be very much better if they 
would now accept the form of words ; 
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and as they had already in principle 
accepted it, why should it not be in- 
corporated with the Act. It would 
facilitate matters, however, if they would 
introduce the words now. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he 
thought the hon. Member would find it 
was unnecessary to make this alteration, 
and was sure he would be satisfied with 
what he had already stated. If the hon. 
Member would look at the Manual of 
Military Law, he would find that under 
Section 1533, which gave power to 
make rules with regard to corporal 
punishment in military prisons, there 
was a note which he thought completely 
bore out what he said a few minutes be- 
fore. The Prisons Act of 1898 restricted 
the offences punishable by — corporal 
punishment first to mutiny and incite- 
ment to mutiny, and secondly to gross 
personal violence to an officer or 
servant. Paragraph 152 of the rules 
for military pri:ons restricted corporal 
punishment in prison to the same 
offences. The Act of 1898 provided 
that corporal punishment should only 
be inflicted upon the order of three 
visitors after inquiry upon oath, and 
after approval by the general or 
other officer commanding the district. 
He thoped the hon. Member would be 
satisfied with that explanation. 


MaJor SEELY did not think the con- 
siderations urged by the Attorney: 
General afforded a sufficient ground for 
not accepting this Amendment, but on 
the other hand afforded a reason for 
accepting it. He thought he was 
correct in saying that the note which 
the Attorney-General had read was not 
made under the binding force of law. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : No, it states 
what the effect of the rules is. 


Masor SEELY said it might state the 
effect of the rules, but how was it to be 
interpreted. If he accepted his Amend: 
ment the hon. and learned Gentleman 
would be in a better position than he 
would be by being dependent vpon the 
officer commanding or upon the note. It 
would be better to put the provisions ot 
the Act of 1898 in at once, and why 
should they not do it ? 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY said that 
the power was given to the proper 
authorities to make rules for military 
prisons, and on that form of rules they 
prescribed the same form of punishment 
for military prisoners as was prescribed 
for civil prisoners under Act of 1898. 
Surely the hon. Member had got what he 
wanted by that. What was the use of 
pressing for something so anomalous as 
that rules should be made by the Home 
Secretary for military prisons. 


Army 


Maton SEELY said that if he was 
right the punishment could be inflicted in 
pursuince of the Prisons Acts of 1865 and 
1877. It was not that they were ask- 
ing the Home Office to lay down regula- 
tions for military prisons, but they 
wantel to substitute the Prisons Act of 
1898 for the other Acts. He thought it 
would be a great deal better to have the 
provision set out in the Act instead of 
its being set out in a foot-note. 


Me. LLOYD-GEORGE could not help 
thinking that the Government were 
unnecessarily stubborn. They accepted 
a clause in principle, but they seemed to 
say that they could deal with the matter 
by general regulations. The same 
remark would apply to the Act of 1898. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : But this 
Amendment would put military prisons 
under the Home Secretary. 


Me. LLOYD-GEORGE, with every 
respect for the Attorney-General, thought 
that he was making a pedantic objection. 
it was not past the ingenuity of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman to frame words, 
(Oh? and = ‘* Withdraw.”] If the 
Attorney-General thought he ought to 
withdraw he would, but he did not think 
he had been offensive. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I thought 
I was treating the Committee fairly. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said that, 
taking the Act of 1865 alone, they 
had a dozen offences for which a man 
could be flogged, including that of profane 
language, 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said a soldier 
could not be flogged for using profane 
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language under that Act, and there was 
no power to inflict the punishment in the 
dozen cases mentioned. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that 
nobody said it did, but why, he asked, 
should not the soldier have the same pro- 
tection as the criminal. The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office thought they 
were being treated on level terms w th 
the criminal. All they asked was that 
they should have equal rights with a 
burglar and equal statutory status with a 
housebreaker when he got into prison. 
They asked that he should be given this 
not as a privilege but as a right, and it 
ought to be granted not on the grace of the 
Secretary of State, but by Act of Parlia- 
ment. Once he was in prison the soldier 
ought not to be put on the same footing 
as an ordinary criminal. The Goveri- 
ment would save time by assenting, and 
they appeared to be resisting simply from 
stupid stubbornness, They seemed de- 
termined to go on blundering. 


Mr.J.H. LEWIS said that if the Govern- 
ment would make the concession which 
was asked for, probably the Bill would 
then pass with very little trouble. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Ha'ifax) thought there 
was a good deal to be said in regard to 
the proposal of his hon. friend. If the 
Attorney-General put this proposal on 
Monday in the form of a new clause the 
matter might be disposed of in three- 
quarters of an hour. The matter coud 
be put right by putting the soldier on 
the same basis as any other part of the 
population. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he did 
not think it was necessiry to amend the 
law, but he would consider if anything 
could be done in a subsequent year. If he 
found that there was any difference 
between the two sets of prisoners he 
should be prepared to amend, but if, 
however, he found that there was no 
difference between the two sets he should 
not be prepared to amend. 


Mr. McKENNA said a soldier was 
often sent to prison for not obeying his 
captain, and also because he was found 
guilty of repeated irreverence at chapel. 
He had committed offences in regard to 
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which, under the Act of 1865, there was 
no statutory protection against flogging. 
In this class of cases the soldier should 
have the same statutory protection as 
the criminal and should not depend 
upon mere rules and regulations for his 
security from excessive punishment. 
They asked that the soldier should have 
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the same statutory protection given him 
which under the Act of 1898 had beep 
given to the burglar. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: 
Noes, 138. (Division List No, 


Ayes, 87 : 


23.) 





AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) { Hayden, John Patrick 


Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt. EC(S. Andrw’s Behs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hardie,J.Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Mr. McKenna. 








Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. ( Bristol, i.) 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal Tipperary Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N ) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


NOES. 


Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Char!es 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de ‘latton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J. (Man’cr 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick Willian 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denthighs) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Clevcland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Dona! 

Taylor, Theodore C (Radcliffe) 


| Tomkinson, James 


| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 


White, George (Norfolk) 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


TELLERS For THE AyES—Mr. 
Joseph Walton and Major 
Seely. 


, Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
| Gordon, Maj Evans (‘l’r H’mlets 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Gray, Frnest (West Ham) 


| Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
| Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
| Gretton, John 


Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (‘Tynem th 
Hay, Hon. Claude (reorge 
Heaton,SirJames(Staffords\W 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hope,J.F. (Shetiield, Brightside 


Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J. (Kent, Favershau 


| Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 


| 
| 


Hunt, Rowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
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Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H. L. W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. NR 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lons:. le, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpoo!) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 

Mass: y-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHo SirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J. H (Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ (Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
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Morrison, James Archibold 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 


| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 3. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


' Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, RtHn J.Parker(Lanarks 
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Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon.Lord (Lancs. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Willian Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und Lyne) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





Mr. McKENNA said he had handed 
in @ new clause which, perhaps, the 
Secretary of State for War would be able 
to accept. Itcameinafter Clause 2 and 
was to the effect that the persons subject 
to military law as soldiers should include 
all non-commissioned oflicers and men 
raised beyond the limits of the United 
Kingdom and India while serving under 
an officer of the Militia. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
point raised by the hon. Member was 
already met by the Act. The question 
of men going on expeditions was dealt 
with by Clause 9, Sub-section 6, which 
said that all persons engaged on active 
service were included under the Act, 
and were subject to military law. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. McCRAE moved a new clause 
providing that Volunteers who went into 
camp without being brigaded with 
Regular Forces should be subject to 
military law. He thought that this 
provision must have been omitted from 
the Army Act which, apparently, did 
not take into consideration the changed 


circumstances which now existed in 
revard to Volunteers. Before the 
Volunteers were brigaded with the 


Regular Forces this Army Act did not 
apply to them, but now that they were 
so brigaded they came under the Army 
Act. But, if they went into camp alone, 
then that Act did not apply to them. 


He thought that it would be desirable 
that they should not make any distine- 
tion between the Army and the Volun- 
teers, and they certainly should not 
make any distinction between Volunteers 
and Volunteers. Commanding officers of 
Volunteers who went into camp would, 
if this clause were agreed to, feel their 
hands strengthened. Troops very often 
were under the impression that they 
were under the Army Act, and, of 
course, commanding officers did not 
tike steps to enlighten them. But he 
did not think that position ought to 
continue, and, therefore,he hoped that the 
Secretary ofState for War would agree to 
his clause. He had himself seen in- 
stances where very peculiar questions 


had arisen as to regiments which 
were in camp regimentally, and he 
did think that the commanding 


officers of regiments which had _ to 
go into camp without being brigaded 
should be put into the same position as 
those in camp brigaded with the Regular 
Force. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he had 
some sympathy with the view of the hon. 
Member, but before any such Amendment 
was passed it would be necessary to give 
notice to the Volunteers. He thought it 
would be unwise without giving special 
notice to introduce this fresh provision. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said the 
Amendment touched an existing grievance 
of commanding officers, He knew, of a 








859 A rmy 


(COMMONS} 


(Annual) Bill. 860 


case where there was considerable ques- | Every private soldier had a right to a 
tion in a Volunteer camp which arose | Court-martial where he was punished by 


owing to the presence of one or two men 
of the Regular Forces or of the Militia. 
It was impossible to take any steps to 
restore the men to a state of discipline. 
When the Secretary 
made such a statement as he had 


just done it was not recorded in the | 


Journals of the House, and when a 
new Secretary of State for War suc- 


ceeded, he looked to the Journals of the 
House and finding no such _ state- 
ment said quite fairly that he saw no 
record of the promise having been given, 
and that the whole matter was quite new 
to him, and so the question fell through. 
What they wanted was that some record 








of State for War | 


deprivat'on of pay, but the right did not 
| extend to an officer. It was not possible 
'that the War Office should give up the 
power they had of dispensing with the 
services of an officer without his c onduet 


| being brought before a Court-martial, 


He thought Court - martial was a very 
desirable method of ascertaining whether 
an offence had been committed, but 
sometimes in the interests of the officer 


|concerned and of the Army the other 


/course was adopted, 


should be left so that the question should | 


be dealt with at an early date, 
matter to which they attached so much 


and that a | 


| martial. 


importance should not be buried in the | 


unfathemable recesses of Hansard. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, 
Sowerby) moved a new clause with 


and he did not 
think it right to dispense with the power 
to take it. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE inquired 
whether there was not a power with every 
officer of the Navy to demand a Court- 
Wes he right in supposing that 
every Officer of the Navy if he ran his 
ship ashore, or if he committed a breach 


_ of discipline, or of the rules, could demand 


a view of amending Section 4 of the | 


Act of 1881. 
every person accused of an offence under 
the Army Act 
to be tried by Court-martial. There had 
been many cases of injustice in which 
men would have liked to have been 
tried by Court-martial, 
graced for life without a trial. 
section of the Army Act of 1881 con- 
tained seven offences which he need 
not take up the time of the House by 
reading, They were military offences, 
but the men had not the option of 
demanding a Court-martial, and they 
were at the mercy of some one above 
them in that respect. 


New Clause (Amendments of Section 4 
of Army Act, -1881)—(Mr. Higham)— 
brought up, and read the first time. 


It was to the effect that | 


shall be entitled to demand | 


a Court-martial? What had been the 


| result of that practice in the Navy ? 


W.R., | 


Tur SECRETARY vo rue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) said there was some contusion 
about this question. He thought 
the hon. Member was confusing the 


/case cf the accidents to vessels which 


| supposed personal offences. 
but were dis- | 


The | 


were followed by a Court-martial with 
Tn the latter 
case he believed he was right in saying 


that the officer had no right. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there 
was no such right; no person in the 
employment of the Crown had a positive 
right of that character. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE sa‘d 
there was reason in the refusal of the 
Secretary of State to make a distinction 
between the officers of the Army and 
the Navy. There did, however, exist in 


the minds of officers who had, perhaps. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That the Clause be read a_ second | 
time.” 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER referred to 


an Answer that he gave to a Question 
two or three days before, and said the hon, | 
Member was under a misapprehension. 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 


unfortunately been wrongfully dismissed 
from the service, a sense of wrong that 
their cases had never, so far as_ they 
knew, been brought forward fully and 
carefully fortrial. It ought not, however, 
to be beyond the power of the Secretary 
of State for the time being to devise a 
process by which these cases could be tried 
by some competent tribunal, by which 








by 
ot 
ile 
he 
he 


nd 
he 


(d- 
on 
ht 
he 
ch 
th 


y 
ng 


re 
he 
ve 


id 
he 
on 


nd 


8. 
od 
at 
ey 


nd 





861 Army 


tribunal every case would be reviewed as 
criminal cases were reviewed by the 
Home Office. That would not abrogate 
the power of the Crown to dispense with 
the services of officers where it was neces- 
sary. It would also give an opportunity 
for redressing grievances that might exist 
and that might be but too well founded. 
He asked the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office to make a note of the fact, 
and to bring it up next year with some 
proposal for a method more satisfactory 
than that at present existing. 


Masor SEELY appealed to the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office to carry 
out, now that he was in office, the eloquent 
words he used when he sat below the 
gangway. The hon. Member would 
remember that, on the case of a distin- 
guished officer who was dismissed, he 
himself brought the matter before the 
House and in very eloquent language 
pleaded again and again that officers 
should have a right to demand a Court- 
martial. He was sure that anyone who 
heard the hon. Member then would be 
quite certain that when they appealed to 
him to fulfil, when he was in office, 
what he said when he was out of 
office, they should plead not in vain. 
This officer was removed from his 
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position and frequently asked for a Court- 
martial but could not get one. He would 
ask the Financial Secretary whether he 
would not on that occasion say something 
of the same kind as he said two short years 
ago, when he vehemently upheld the 
view which they were now bringing be- 
fore the Committee. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he had 
been very much impressed with the case 
in question, and he thought that the then 
Secretary for War behaved with extreme 
harshness. If the Financial Secretary 
had changed his mind would he read his 
own speech in the Kinloch case. He 
thought that any officer who was under 
an accusation should have the oppor- 
tunity of meeting his opponents face to 
face. There ought to be proper inquiry 
in these matters and a Court-martial 
should be held in every case affecting an 
officer’s character. Because there were 
not trials or Courts-martial in many 
cases in South Africa he believed a number 
of gentlemen were under a cloud who 
did not deserve any imputation. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 77; 
Noes, 133. (Division List No, 124.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, I. (Cork, S.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J, 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptEC(StAndrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Gilhooly, James : 
Gladstone, RtHn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Joyce, Michael 


| Kilbride, Denis 
| Langley, Batty 


| Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles I 


| M‘Crae, George 


Murphy, John 


O'Connor, John 


| O’ Dowd, John 


Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


| Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
| Lewis, John Herbert 


' MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


’ O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 


O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O’Shee, James John 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 
Rose, Charles Day 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tomkinson, James 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


fenry 


(Kildare, N. 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S. 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Higham and Mr. Cathcart 
Wason. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arroll, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord = 
Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cross‘ey,Rt.Hon.Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- § 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton * 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ (Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’m’ssB’ ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest, 





{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon,Hn.J.K. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Hanbro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Margof (L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Jn. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier,Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Kerr, John 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( Yorks.N.R 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 


Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 


Morpeth, Viscount, 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Rt HnJ.Parker(Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col.A.C.E(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, F.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | regard to the punishments to which they 


W.) moved a new.clause as follows, 
“Anything to the contrary notwith- 
standing contained in the Army Act 
non-commissioned officers, 
and men shall be equally liable to the 
punishment provided respectively for 
the several offences contained therein.” 


all officers, 


| should be subjected. He would ask the 

Attorney-General whether, if he were 
| called upon to prosecute any Member of 
| the House, he would deal with the Gentle- 
/man any more lightly because he was 
| & Member of that House. 
'to say that he would press for punish- 


He ventured 


The hon, Member said he did not propose | ment in a greater degree because he was 


the Amendment in any spirit of hostility 
whatever to the officers of His Majesty’s 
Army, for whom he had a very great 
respect. He had always found them most 
honourable and high-minded men, but he 
thought that no invidious distinctions 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


his fellow Member, if he were guilty of any 
crime whatever. 
if the hon. and learned Member had to 
| prosecute any member of the profession, 
of the etiquette of which he was the 
|guardian, for an offence apainst the 


He would also say that 





should be made between them and/ moral law he would press for punish- 
the men whom they commanded in| ment in a greater degree because he 





—— eo 
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was @ member of his own profession. | 


In the Army Act the punishments of 
officers and men were differentiated. In 
Part 1, Section 6, Sub-section 10, for the 
offence of leaving his post as sentinel 
b-fore he was regularly relieved an 
officer was liable to be cashiered, but a 
soldier was liable to imprisonment. 
Under Section 9, Sub-section 2, it 
was provided that if an officer dis- 
obeyed any lawful command given 
by his superior officer on active service 
he should be liable to be cashiered while 
the soldier was liable to inprisonment. 
There were several other cases in which 
the same penalties were imposed, such as 
drunkenness. He submitted that no 
army could be well governed or well 
condueted unless the officers of that army 
set a proper and good example to the 
nen beneath them, and he did not think 
it could be expected thet the individual 


members of the Army should have any | 


respect for the laws of the Army unless 
tie officers were subject to the same 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“Tha: the clause be read a second time.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY thought he 
might congratulate the hon. Member upon 
the interest and vigour of the speech 
which he had just delivered after an all- 
night sitting. They both belonged to 
the same profession, and he was glad that 
the hon. Member had enlivened the 
debate as he had done. He thought the 
hon. Gentleman, however, did not realise 
what a terrible punishment being 
cashicred was. It wasa punishment 
worse than death, and he did not believe 
that there was any officer who would 
not rather have a sentence of imprison- 
ment than be cashiered. If imprison- 
ment were substituted for cashiering it 
really would mitigate the penalty. It 





was realised that a more severe punish- 
/ment was justified in the case of an 
| officer than in the case of a soldier, and 
| for that reason the officer was cashiered. 
| He hoped the hon. Member would not 





punishment as their men, The present | persevere with this clause. 


distinction was an invidious one. | 


° | 
\nother New Clause (Punishment) — | 


Question put. 


(llr, John O'Connor) — brought up, and! The Committee divided :—Ayes, 82; 


tead the first time. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E). 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

sarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

slack, Alexander William 
soland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Klibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(S. Ande’ ws Bghs 
immott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| 


| Noes, 135. 


AYES 


| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

| Higham, John Sharp 

| Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 

| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 

| Kilbride, Denis 

| Langley, Batty 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M:Crae, George 
M:Kenna, Reginald 
Mooney, John J. 

| Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

O’ Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid) 


O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O’ Dowd, John 

‘ O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


(Division List No. 125.) 


| O'Malley, William 
| O’Mara, James 
O’Shee, James John 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond (John FE. (Waterford) 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 
Rose, Charles Day 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M (Whitechapel) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal : 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radelitte) 
Tomkinson, James 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh..N.) 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 


| TELLERS FOR THE Ay) Se=ir 
| Thomas Esmonde and, Mr. 
| Patrick O’ Brien. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch.) 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish. V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn.J.A(Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Craig,Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. ) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Diekson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 





— 


Forster, Heary William 


Schedule :— 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn..J. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans (T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’ th) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,Sir. James(Staffords.N. W 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’ m 
Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. I’. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S, ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH. E.( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W..J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 





(Annual) Bil. 868 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffi:l1) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, RtHn.J. Parker( Lanarks 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lanes.) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tuff, Charles 


Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Tannton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-und-Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 


the private soldier so, 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


What became of 





Mr. J. H. LEWIS moved an Amend- 
ment to the schedule in order to 
omit the words specifying of what the 
soldiers’ breakfast should consist. The 
allowance was half-a-pound of bread and 
a cup of tea. It did not include any 
butter or dripping or margarine, and the 
men had to be content with a cup of tea 
without sugar and milk. Some years 
ago the late Mr. Hanbury made a 
forcible protest against this treatment of 
soldiers, and attributed it to the fact that 
the private soldier had no vote. They 
ought, asa nation, to be ashamed to treat 





all the money which had been poured 
out so freely during the last few vears ? 
Thousands had been spent upon sectarian 
schools; but the private soldier was treated 
to breakfast at the rate of three half- 
pence. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
schedule was already part of the Act, 
because the breakfast as specified in the 
schedule had already been passed. 
Therefore the Government could not 
accept this Amendment. The schedule 
ran that breakfast was to be as specified 
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in Part I. of the second schedule of the 
Army Act. The second schedule of the 
Army Act gave particulars of the break- 
fasts, and having passed the Army Act 


Army 


they could not go back. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE inquired if the 
second schedule of the Act had yet been 
passed ; and if not, would he be in order in 


moving an Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE, on the point 
of order, said that all that had been 
proposed was the omission of these 
words. It was very well known that they 
could not move increases in Committee, 
and the only way in which to call 
attention to the subject was to move a 


reduction. 


*THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I think 
that the schedule is covered by the last 
line of Clause 3 in this Bill It does not 
refer tothe Army Act but to the schedule 
of this Act. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE supported the 
Amendment. The soldier who read the 
account of the debate would, he said, be no 
doubt enamoured at the treatment he 
received from a grateful country. They 
were told that they were dependent upon 
the soldier for sleeping safely in their 
beds at night. This was a maximum 
grant in regard to breakfast, and it 
three _ halt- 
pence, when it had been found that to 


amounted in cost to 
breakfast a child in school cost more 
than a penny. It would be seen from 
that the miserable way in which the 
soldier was treated. The total allowance 


for a horse was 1s. 9d. per day. 


I am 


*lHe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: 


sorry to interrupt the hon. Gentleman, 
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but he is now talking about another line 
in the schedule, and must confine himself 
to the Amendment. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he was not 
going to move anything. He simply 
wanted to indicate a point. It was that 
ls. 9d. was the rate for the food of a 
horse and the total amount for the food 
and lodging of a soldier was ls. 7d. 
Breakfast cost three half-pence, and the 
allowances were an insult to a soldier 
in his most vital part which no English- 
man could stand. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON inquired if 
the schedule would not have to be putas 
a whole to the House, and therefore 
whether they could not move to amend 


any part of it. 


DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: We 
have passed to a certain part of the 


THE 


schedule and cannot go back. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he believed he was the only one 
in the House of the original band of 
three patentees of all-night sittings 
on the Army (Annual) Bill. That band 
of Mr. Bartley, Mr. Han- 
bury, and himself. There was this 
essential difference between the dis- 
cussion in 1893 and the present, because 
in 1893 the Government of the day 
altered the Bill and introduced it in an en- 
tirely different form from that adopted in 
They were opposed by 


consisted 


previous years. 
a mechanical majority, but nevertheless 
their action was justified, because some of 
the Amendments they had proposed to 
the Bill were introduced by the Govern- 
ment themselves in the House of Lords, 
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Mr. McKENNA: But you were deal- 
ing with an intelligent Government. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They were 
not intelligent during the night they 
opposed us, 


*Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
ask the hon. Member to confine himself 
to the Amendment. 


Mr, GIBSON BOWLES said that on 
the former occasion they objected to the 
three half-pence for breakfast on the 
ground that the licensed victualler, out 
of the kindness of his heart and his 
generosity and devotion to the service, 
gave the soldier an excellent breakfast 
for three half-pence. Their objection 
was not that the men did not get enough 
to eat but that the licensed victualler 
was not paid enough. His knowledge 
was that the soldier did get a good 
breakfast, and if there was any injury at 
all it was to the man from whom it was 
purchased. He did not see the reason- 
ableness of omitting the provision as to 
the payment of the three half-pence, 
because it would leave the licensed 
victualler with no payment at all. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
hon. Member who last spoke was quite 
correct. The effect of this Amendment 
would be to deprive the licensed victualler 
of all payment. It was, as a matter of 
fact, arranged that the private soldier 
should have an uncommonly good break- 
fast, and this three half-pence only 
furnished him with a small part of it. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS said, if his 


Amendment were carried, its only effect 


would be to turn out the Government | 
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and replace them by other people who 
would do justice to the common soldier, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that not 
only was three half-pence provided for 
breakfast, but it was specified what 
the soldier should receive for it. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE 
he was one of the mechanical ma- 
jority who divided against the hon. 
some years He then 
rather sympathised with the 
Member’s argument, and he thought 
that was now made was 
stronger, because they had in the 
interval come to voting an additional 
£15,000,000, and out of that sum some- 
thing should be found to increase this 
three half-pence. They wanted to 
prevent the licensed victualler losing, 
but the only way they could do that 
was 


sald 


Member ago. 


hon. 


the case 


was to move what 
a reduction. 
without a 


Amendment negative 


division. 
Schedule agreed to. 


Preamble agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment; 
to be read the third time upon Monday 


next. 


And, it being after One of the clock, 
Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House with- 
out Question put, pursuant to the 
Standing Order. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Nine 
o’clock a.m. 
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Friday, 7th April, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorbp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
irom the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
, ing Bill have been complied with:—Morley 
. Corporation, 


x pee = 
F The same was ordered to lie on the 
‘ Table. 


* Rhymney Railway Bill [H.1.]  Re- 
: ported from the Select Committee, with 
* Amendments. 


: Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
: Bill {u..]. The order made on Tuesday 
E the 7th of March last appointing certain 
| Lords the Select Committee to consider 
: the Bill, discharged. 

: Clacton-on-Sea Commissioners — Bill 
h [H.L.]. Report from the Select Com- 
. mittee, That it is not expedient to pro- 
<ceed further with the Bill; read, and 
: ordered to lie on the Table. 













: Southampton and Winchester Great 

‘Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 

:ment) Bill. Read 2", and committed for 
Tuesday next. 

South Metropolitan Gas Bill. Read 

¢ 2, and committed. 


: Marylebone Chapels Bill [H.1.]; Mex- 
‘borough and Swinton Tramways (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill [#.1.]; Clyde 
Navigation Bill [#.1.]. Read 3*, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill; Ep- 
ping Gas Bill; Great Eastern Railway 
Bill; Higham and Hundred of Hoo 
Water Bill; Loughborough Corporation 
Bill: Norwich Union Life Insurance 
Society Bill; Weybridge and Walton- 
upon-Thames Electric Supply — Bill. | 
Brought from the Commons; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


VOL. CXLIV. 
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PETITIONS. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [#.1. }. 

Petitions to be heard by counsel 
against; of Jewish Master Bakers’ 
Association; Whitechapel and Spital- 
fields Costermonger and Street Sellers’ 
Union ; and persons signing; read, and 
referred to the Select Committee. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3337. Nicaragua. 
PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1877. 
Twenty-seventh Annual Report of the 
Prison Commissioners for Scotland, being 
the sixty-sixth Annual Report on Prisons 
in Scotland. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GREEK LOAN OF 180s, 
Account up to March 31st, 1905, 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury minute, dated April 3rd, 1905, 
declaring that Alfred Richard Nightin- 
gale, assistant in the London Postal 
Service, was appointed without a Civil 
Service certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his Depart- 
ment 
POLICE {COUNTLES AND BOROUGHS), 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 

Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors 
of Constabulary, for the year ended 
September 29th, 1904. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL fr... 

The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed, but no copies to be delivered 
out, except to members of the Commit- 
tee and such other persons as the Com- 
mittee shall think fit, until furth>r order. 
(No. 42.) 

2H 
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GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


875 
LOCAL 


CONTINUATION SCHOOLS BILL (1.1.). 
[SECOND READING.] 


Order of the 
Reading read. 


day for the Second 


*THe LORD BISHOP or HERE- 
FORD: My Lords, I have been led to 
bring forward this Bill by the great 
desire on the part of many persons con- 
nected with education outside that 
something of the kind should be put on 
the Statute- book, and by my strong 
conviction that we must do a great 
deal more than we have yet done to 
educate our voung people during the 
most critical years of their lives. I have 
served on two school boards and on the 
boards of management of a large number 
of voluntary schools, and have been 
broi.ght to feel what an enormous amount 
of waste is involved in our present system 
of elementary education; I mean in 
what we may call the truncated condi- 
tion of our education, owing to the fact 
that it stops altogether, in multitudes of 
cases far too soon. The result is to be 
seen, by anyone who mixes much with 
ordinary people both in town and country, 
in a vast amount of ignorance and in- 
efficiency, and, I am sorry to say, also 
in a vast amount of low taste, which a 
good system of education might cure in 
many cases, and a great deal of drunken- 
ness and lust and other things that are 
doing a tremendous amount of miscnief 
to our national life. 


I cannot but feel that if some such 
simple measure as this was passed 
into law we might add very greatly 
to the efficiency of our Elementary 
Education Acts without increasing very 
much the expense of their working. It 
has to be borne in mind that up and 
down the country there are a number of 
these continuation schools being carried 
on at very considerable public expense 
and, so far as my examination of the 
results kas gone, with comparatively little 
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benefit; so that there is a great deal of 
direct waste in connection with these 
continuation schools, and if we estab- 
lished a really good obligatory system 
it would not involve a great additional 
expense. Looking at the large sums 
of money we spend on education, and 
the immense amount of waste because 
the education is never carried to a satis- 
factory issue, I feel that we are, as a 
matter of fact. spoiling the ship for the 
proverbial ha’porth of tar, and I hope 
that before long a Bill of this kind will 
be placed on the Statute-book. 


I have another special reason for 
dealing with this matter. TI spend most 
of my Sundays in going about from one 
parish to another in country districts, 
and I am profoundly impressed by the 
needs of a vast number of the boys in 
our villages. The monotony of their lives 
and the dulness that ensues destroy 
their real manliness. They leave school 
at the age of twelve or thirteen, and 
many of them drift away from all touch 
with persons who could exercise any 
higher influence upon them. They lear: 
nothing more and forget what they have 
learnt and grow up in ignorance and 
dulness and very often with vicious 
tastes, and a great deal of this, I venture 
to think, would be prevented if we could 
bring abovt an adequate improvement 
in our educational system. I may say, 
also, that I have been encovraged to 
introduce this Bill by the general in 
terest in the question which has been 
shown up and down the country ly 
members of county councils, and of local 
education authorities, and others in- 
terested in our public life. I find 
absolute agreement among leading men 
who are practically engaged in_ loca! 
affairs, of all political Parties, in favow 
of some such legislation as this. 


I should like to say, with regard to the 
Bill itself, that it is a purely permissive 
Bill. That isthe first point to be noticed 
init. It only provides that local authori- 
ties may do such and such things; and 
they may adopt the Bill, if it is passed 
into law, not only for the whole of their 
area, but for any particular part at their 
absolute discretion. The Bill gives local 
authorities as free a hand as possible, se 
that they may adapt the measure to the 
special needs of their own particulal 
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district. I propose also to give them a free | cessions because I think it important, if 


hand both with regard to the subjects and 
inethod of instruction, and the time during 


which the instruction should be given. | 
In country places, for instance, there are | 


certain holidays which might be used ; 
and it is obviously desirable that if girls 
in the country are to have continuation 
classes they should not be held in the 
evening, but in the afternoon if possible. 
[ venture to think your Lordships will 
agree that the best way to get a thing 
well done is to excite as much local 
interest in the matter as possible, and 
then to give a free hand to the responsible 
local people, and so stimulate local 
patriotism and local competition as 
between one locality and another. 


I am free to confess that there are one 
or two defects in the Bill which I should 
be glad to remedy if there were the oppor- 
tunity. We have fixed sixteen years of 
age as the age up to which these lads 
should be kept under an educational 
system. Personally, I should much 
prefer to make the age seventeen. I 
think that age is on all grounds a better 
age. Then, again, in this Bill we only 
require atter leaving the elementary 
school seventy-five attendances in the 
vear in a continuation school or class. 
[ should be inclined to make that 100 
attendances. I have been led also 
to make a further concession by reduc- 
ing the age of exemption from at- 
tendance at an elementary day school 
to thirteen; and in agricultural 
districts where boys are engaged in 
agriculture, in horticulture, or in any 
other cognate rural industry, I propose 
to reduce the age of compulsory attend- 
ance to twelve, subject to attendance at 
a continuation class. This, I think, goes 
to the extreme limit of what ought to be 
conceded, and I can well imagine that 
some of your Lordships will think the 
concessions go too far. I am im- 
pressed, however, by the need of 
keeping in touch with our lads during 
the most critical years of their 
lives, trom thirteen to sixteen, and 
| feel that if we could get our hold on 
them and keep them growing in intelli- 
gence and under discipline during those 
years we should have a far better chance 
of making good men of them. I have 
also been induced to make these con- 


|}an Act of this kind is to be well and 


efficiently worked, that it should be 
cordially accepted by the people who 
have to work it in the neighbourhood, 
and I have a good deal of evidence to 
show that if the clause is adopted allowing 
a boy of twelve vears of age to work on 
the farm or in the garden provided he 
attends these classes, even the farmers, 
who are not, as a rule, very enthusiastic 
for education, would cordially accept 
the Bill; and I lay great stress on the 
cordial acceptance of legislation which 
has to be worked in our rural districts. 


In Clause + I have intreduced a pre- 
vision which I venture to think will prove 
of the greatest possible value, especially 
in country districts. It is that, if a 
parent so requires, attendances at a 
recognised Sunday school or class for 
religious or moral instruction, not ex- 
ceeding in the aggregate one-third of 
the minimum number of attendances 
required in the year, should be reck- 
oned as if they were attendances 
at a continuaton school or class. I have 
been met by one or two objections to this 
clause which I desire to say a word upon 
incase they should by any chance be held 
in this House. They come, curiously 
enough, from very opposite quarters. 
There is, first of all, the objection which 
emanates from what I might call the Sab- 
batarian quarter, from those who have 
the fear that any provision of this kind. 
if it were largely worked, might tend to 
spoil Sunday observance and be a step, 
so to speak, in the direction of secularis- 
ing the Sunday. With those feelings | 
strongly sympathise, but our religious 
friends who are afraid of anything in the 
nature of such instruction as this Bill 
would provide on Sunday forget the high 
authority we have for doing good on the 
Sabbath day. 


I feel that Sunday might be used to a far 
greater extent than it is as a day of good 
instruction. The instruction given in 
classes like this might have a great effect 
on the character of our young men and 
lift them toa higher life. Iam not speak- 
ing without reference to actual experi- 
ence in this matter. We have already a 
good deal of evidence as to the value of 
what can be done on the Sunday through 
such classes as these ; the most striking 
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evidence is provided by the work which 
is being done in the adult schools of the 
Society of Friends. Nothing has done 
more than the wonderful work of the 
Society of Friends in their adult classes 
to impress me with the unused opportuni- 
ties of the Sunday. The Society, as your 
Lordships know, is only a small one ; yet 
it has nearly 77,000 persons attending 
its Sunday adult schools. In the City of 
Birmingham alone—to take only one 
instance, though we have such classes in 
my own city and up and down my own 
diocese, and some of my clergy, I am 
glad to say, are imitating them—in the 
city of Birmingham alone there are 
20,000 persons attending the Sunday 
classes of the Society of Friends. Many 
well known men give their Sundays to 
instructing those who attend these classes, 
among them two previous Lord Mayors 
of the City. The late Mr. Richard 
Cadbury, to my knowledge, walked 
three miles every Sunday morning to 
meet his class at half-past seven, and 
that class averaged 500 men. Mr. George 
Cadbury goes five miles every Sunday 
morning for a similar purpose, and he 
has done this for forty-six years or more. 
We have the example of schools like these 
to guide us in legislation, and the immense 
amount of good that has been done by 
them is more than we canestimate. The 
Sunday classes contemplated in this 


clause which some of my friends object | 


to are exactly of the kind which are being 
conducted by the Society of Friends— 
chiefly Biblical, but also giving instruc- 
tion in anything which could be called 
moral instruction, and so insuring a con- 
siderable area in choice of subjects, but, 
as I have said, chiefly Biblical. 


Then there is another objection, in 
answer to which I desire to say one word. 
It comes from the Parliamentary side. 
The average Member of Parliament says 
—We like your Bill, but for Heaven’s 
sake do not introduce anything about 
religious instruction or Sunday teaching. 
I cannot but feel that this objection 
rests on an entire misconception of the 
real aim which we have in view. 
These objectors do not feel the Sab- 
batarian difficulty at all. They would 
even play golf or tennis on Sunday, or 
give dinner parties ; they have no objec- 
tion to laxity in Sunday observance, 


The Lord Bishop of Her ford. 
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| vet they would draw the line at these 
_ classes from some fear which they have not 
clearly defined ; and there are a great many 
such persons, owing to our unfortunate 
divisions in the political sphere on matte~s 
of religious instruction, who have come 
to look upon religion as a thing which 
must not be touched in political life. 
They almost look upon it as a thing 
only to be quarrelled about. Some of 
these objectors remind one of a certain 
Scotsman who the other day, in 
sequence of a famous decision of this 
House, declared that he meant to give up 
religion altogether and join the Establish- 
ment. There are a great many in 
“nglish public life who hold that sort of 
view. I feel that if we are to build up 
the character of our people, especially in 
the rural districts, we must discard this 
kind of objection and attack their needs 
in a sincere spirit, remembering always 
that our working people in the country 
have very little leisure except on Sundays, 
and that Sunday is very often to our 
lads and young men a very dull day. 
They live in a dull and sometimes vicious 
atmosphere, and my desire is to permeate 
their lives with higher interests and 
higher tastes and more wholesome enjoy- 
ments. This is a subject which has 
been on my mind a long time. Along 
with various friends I have been 
pleading for some continuation in our 
education for thirty vears. We have 
tried many experiments, but have long 
ago come to the conclusion that only 
some obligatory system such as this 


con- 


will cure the defects in our national 
educational system and help us to 
educate the mass of our voung men 


and make them better men and _ better 
citizens. I beg to move the Second 


Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2a.”"—(The Lord Bishop of Hereford.) 


*THeE LORD ARCHBISHOP © or 
CANTERBURY: My Lords, I waited 
some moments before rising in the hope 
that some lay Member of your Lordships’ 
House rather than another from the 
Episcopal Bench would say a word upon 
this subject. It is a subject that cuts 
deep and reaches far in our national 
life, and I should like to express complete 
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sympathy with the object and purpose 
of the Bill which my right r@v. brother 
has introduced. The details of the 
ineasure obviously require careful con- 
sideration. There are questions about 
the limits of age, the manner in which 
the cost of such an arrangement should 
be borne, and a great many other things 
in the Bill, which, should it go beyond 
its present stage, would require very 
careful consideration at the hands of 
your Lordships; but I am_ perfectly 
clear that some measure of this kind 
is urgently needed. There are many of 
your Lordships who have, indirectly at 
least, had brought to your knowledge 
the educational standard reached by 
the men who are at present being enlisted 
as soldiers in His Majesty’s Army, and 
[ think everyone who has investigated 
that subject must have been startled 
by the portentous ignorance which is 
displaved by young men who only a few 
years ago were sharp and apparently 
quick-witted boys in the upper standards 
of our elementary schools. 


The extent to which a boy who leaves 
school at the age of fourteen may lose 
all the education he has acquired is 
really appalling. Some of your Lord- 
ships may remember that about ten 
years ago an investigation was made 
in the Eastern Counties by one who 
was keenly interested in this matter 
as to the degree of knowledge retained 
by boys who had a few years before 
left school. The matter was brought 
forward in an important speech in 
the House of Commons at that time, 
and the statistics are well worthy of the 
perusal of any one who doubts the urgency 
of the need to which the Bishop of Here- 
ford has called attention. The Report 
which was then laid before the House 
showed that 100 boys were taken at 
haphazard from the ranks of the young 
agricultural labourers, and it was found 
that of the boys between sixteen and 
eighteen one quarter could write fairly, 
one quarter moderately, and quite one 
half could only write in the most dis- 
graceful manner, both as to penmanship 
and as to spelling; while in arithmetic 
75 per cent. could not answer a single 
one of the simple questions set. Yet 
many of these boys had a few years 
before been in the village school, and 
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some of them had attained to the 
sixth standard, and your Lordships will 
remember thet the sixth standard meang 
no inconsiderable degree of attainment. 
It covers not only a thorough facility 
in reading and in writing, in parsing 
and in English compos tion, but it includes 
also the higher branches of arithmetic, 
and sometimes th» elements of algebra. 
What we have to note is that it 
possible, by the absolute discontinuance 
of anything which stimulates intellec- 
tual powers, to lose to a degree which 
would seem incredible every vestige of 
such knowledge which has already been 
acquired. 


832 


is 


The object I have at heart in furthering 
such a proposal as that which the Bishop 
of Hereford has put before your Lord- 
ships is that by some means or other 
there shall be compulsion on boys to 
ensure that they shall, during those 
critical years, keep alive the learning 
they have already acquired, and we have 
to remember that very little work—say 
a single hour a week—will serve to keep 
it alive. The exact process by which 
that can be done isa most legitimate 
subject for discussion, but that some- 
thing of the sort is needed does seem 
to me to be outside controversy 
altogether. There can be no doubt that 
to allow to go to waste the education 
which has been given to the young at 
considerable labour and expense must 
be most injurious to the country. What 


/is wanted is some prophet or leader to 


show the country, what none of us at 
present understand, how to give to 
the youth of the country, between the 
ages of ten and thirteen, that kind of 
education which will be most effective 
in the years that immediately follow, 
and to ensure that it shall not dis- 
appear altogether when the school days 
are actually over. I venture to hope that 
the wider consideration of the subject, 
which will be stimulated by the  intro- 
duction of such a Bill as this, may lead 
to some fruitful suggestion being made 
for bringing about that result. 


I do not for a moment contend that 
the education which these youths receive 
in the primary schools is worthless be- 
cause it is so soon forgotten. The teach- 
ing of what is called “the three R's” 
| exercises an influence upon a_ boy's 
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intelligence, even if the actual power 
of reading, writing, and doing sums has 
largely passed away. Many of your Lord- 
ships will recall the years you spent in 
the writing of Latin verses. I do not 
know how many of those to whom I 
speak would be able to produce this 
afternoon such a set of Hexameters as 
you could write with tolerable ease at 
the age of eighteen or nineteen. Yet it 
cannot be said that these Latin exercises 
bore no fruit. In the same way it cannot 
be denied that these youths may have 
attained to a higher type of intelligence 
because of their efforts for the acquisition 
of something which subsequently passed 
away. But still the country is not doing 
what it might do to keep alive in after 
vears such a glimmer of intellectual know- 
ledge 2s would enable a boy to take 
advantage of plain and simple literature 
that might be put into his hands. I 
do not believe in the theory that the thing 
is impossible, and that it is not impossible 
is shown by the indisputable fact that 
the state of things is not the same all the 
land over. Many of your lordships are 
familiar with the intellectual standard 
attained and maintained by boys and 
young men in the Highlands of 
Scotland, and vou must have been 
struck by the higher intellectual intelli- 
gence of the gillies in the Highlands 
as compared with boys of the same 
age and circumstances in the South 
of England. That is due to the fact 
that great pains were taken in Scotland 
a little while ago to set up the tradition 
of a higher education and intelligence 
which has permeated from generation 
to generation, and it is because we want 
to stimulate in this country something 
of that kind, which should ultimately at 
all events produce a different condition 
ef matters from that with which we 
are familiar to-day, that we support this 
proposal, Let anybody contrast the 
povs he will find in an elementary school 
at the age of thirteen, sharp, keen, and 
quick-witted, and take those same boys 
five years afterwards and see the con 
dition oi stolid animal stupidity into 
which many of them have fajlen, and 
he will realise that some measure such 
as that suggested by the right rev. 
Prelate is urgently required if we are to 
look forward hopefully to the real 
advancement of the people of England. 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, 
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*Tue LORD PRESIDENT or tue 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or tHe 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of LonponDEeRRY): My Lords, 
I can assare the most rev. Primate 
who has just spoken, and also the right 
rev. Prelate who is responsible for 
the introduction of this Bill, that I sym- 
pathise to a great extent with their 
remarks, and I recognise that the objects 
of the Bill are anproved by all classes. 
My mind goes back to a deputation on 
this subject which was introduced to me 
by the right rev. Prelate, composed 
of gentlemen whose names are household 
words as experts not only in educational 
matters but on all questions connected 
with local government, and I do not for 
one moment regret that the right rev. 
Prelate has brought this matter forward. 
The Bill deals with a question of great 
interest and great importance in the 
educational training of children. I have 
listened, as I always do, with respect 
and’ admiration to the words which fell 
from the most rev. Primate, who seldom 
addresses vour Lordships on any subject 
without giving us some practical advice. 
I do not differ from him in his remarks 
as to the deterioration which is found 
in the youths of this country between 
the time they leave the elementary 
schools and enter the Army and other 
walks of life, but I ask, where does the 
remedy lie? It is a very difficult pro- 
blem to solve. We have done our best, 
at great expense, to provide the very 
best education that can be given in ele- 
mentary schools, and from there un- 
doubtedly the boys turn out bright, 
cheery, and intelligent ; but as to how 
we are to deal with them after they 
leave school in order to maintain that 
condition of efficiency while they are 
passing through that hobbledehoyhood, 
if IT may use the expression, between 
bovhood and manhood, completely 
baffles me at the present moment. But 
I can assure the right rev. Prelate that 
{ shall consider what he has said and 
endeavour, so far as lies in my power to 
find some solution of the problem, 
though I do not say—indeed I should be 
unwise tf I did—that I anticipate being 
able to find a satisfactory solution. 

I turn now to the provisions of the Bill. 
At present children, under general cir- 
cumstances, must attend school until 
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they are at least twelve years of age. 
In 1899 a Bill was passed through 
Parliament which made special provision 
for children in agricultural and rural 
districts, enabling them to go to work 


in the fields at eleven years of age, 
provided they attended school 250 


times a year till the age of thirteen 


vears. That is the condition of affairs 
at the present moment. The right 


rey. Prelate proposes to change that 
thirteen years to twelve years, on 
the understanding that, after arriving 
at the age of twelve years, four years 
are to be spent by these children in at- 
tendance at evening continuation schools. 
The object, of course, is to give assist- 
ance in rural districts where labour is 
scarce, and knowing the difficulty of 
vetting labour in agricultural districts, 
especially at certain times of the vear, 
[ have every desire to assist agricul- 
turists in the matter. Therefore that 
object commends itself to me, as I am 
sure it does to all vour Lordships. We 
must admire the desire of the right rev. 
Prelate to give some kind of education 
to the youths and maidens of the country 
between the ages of twelve and sixteen, 
which is a very important period in the 
lives of the rising generation. I can 
assure the right rev. Prelate that he has 
my most sincere svmpathy in that, and 
were his Bill to go no further, and it 
‘ould be proved that thes¢ two points 
could be carried into effect without any 
difficulty, he would have no more cordial 
supporter of ‘the Bill than myself. % 


Fe era a 
But I am boand to point out that there 
ire difficulties which, I regret to say, 


prevent our giving him assistance in’ 


passing the Bill. In the first place, it 
introduces an absolutely new principle 
in authorising the application of com- 
pulsion to secure attendance at other 
than elementary schools. On this ground 
alone I could not advise my colleagues 
or vour Lordships to accept the measure. 
[ know the right rev. Prelate will say that 
this is an entirely permissive measure, 
and that the local education authority 
need not put it in force unless they con- 
sider it necessary; but I would point 
out that if a local education authority 
did take advantage of the Bill, should it 
become law, they must be prepared to 
enforce all the details of the Bill, and those 
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details, I think, from the compulsory 
point of view, would be extremely danger- 
ous and detrimental to the interests of 
the country. The right rev. Prelate 
took credit for moderation in only re- 
quiring in his Bill this year that there 
should be seventy-five hours attend- 
ance a year up to the age of sixteen; 
but I object to extending compulsion 
beyond its present limits even to secure 
seventy-five hours attendance. The 
principle of the Bill would operate most 
unfairly on parents whose children had 
shown special talent, and who might not 
have the same need as others to remain 
at school till the age of sixteen. 


I turn to the question of expense. I 
do not suppose the right rev. Prelate 
will contradict me when I say that if 
his Bill was accepted by Parliament in its 
entirety it would add to the cost of educa- 
tion. The last speech I addressed to 
your Lordships was in reply to Questions 
put to me by Lord Galway and Lord 
Harris, who complained of the great 
height to which the education rate in 
their respective counties had risen. I 
regret the height to which the education 
rate has been allowed to rise, but I 
pointed out in my reply that it 
rested to a great extent with the local 
education authorities. The right rev. 
Prelate’s Bill must necessarily increase 
the cost of education wherever it becomes 
operative. If the Bill became law, 
teachers and school attendance officers 
would be called upon to perform extra 
work, which they would no doubt gladly 
do, but for which they would expect 
some extra payment. ; . ws 


I-am not quite certain from §the 
wording of the Bill whether the right 
rev. Prelate intended to place these 
schools under Part III. of the Educa- 
tion Act, which, as your Lordships 
know, deals with elementary schools, or 
under Part II., which deals with second- 
ary education; but I assume, looking 
to the terms of the right rev. Prelate’s 
Bill of last year, that these schools are to 
be regarded as coming under Part II. 
If that is the case, I would point out to 
the right rev. Prelate that Clause 18 of 
the Act of 1902 confers this power on the 
local education authorities— 

“The county council may, if they think fit, 
charge any expenses incurred by them under 
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this Act with respect to education other than 
elementary on any parish or parishes which in 
the opinion of the council are served by the 
school or the college in connection with which the 
expenses have been incurred.” 

Therefore, if this Bill becomes law, and 
if these schools are to be regarded as 
coming under Part II., it may be possible 
to set one up in a particular area, to 
force children in the area to go to it, and 
to charge the cost on the area, although 
the people of the acca do not want the 
school. 


The funds for higher education are 
already heavily burdened. J have been 
told privately by noble Lords that at the 
present time the demands on these funds 
are so large that some counties mey have 
to approach the Local Government 
Board for power to extend the limit of 
the twopenny rate. If they have to do 
that with the expenses at present involv- 
ing upon them, how much more so would 
thev have to do it if they had this extre 
burden put upon them? Then, again, 
comes the question: How are these even- 
ing continuation schools to be provided ¢ 
There are a large number of such schools 
in the country at the present moment, 
and theyare doing a great work,but how 
are these schcols to be provided in the 
remote rural districts ¢? In the big 
towns and even in the smaller towns 
there would he no great difficulty in pro- 
viding them, but how are they to be 
provided in remote rural districts ? And 
if they are not provided in those districts 
the concession given to agriculturists by 
allowing children to go earlier to work on 
the fields cannot be taken advantage 
of. Experience has taught us that in 
thoroughly rural districts evening con- 
tinuation schools, which have done a 
great amount of gocd in supplement- 
ing elementary education, cannot do 
effectively the work of an elementary 


day school. The right rev. Prelate 
laid stress on the advantage of 
encouraging attendance at Sunday 
schools. No one has more sincere 
regard for Sunday schools than I 


have, and I endorse all that he said on 
that subject ; but the provision in this 
Bill with regard to Sunday schools would 
necesitate these schools being placed 
in some measure under State super- 
vision, a formidable undertaking which 
would require serious consideration. 
The Marquess of Londonderry, 
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I trust that the right rev. Prelate 
will not think that because I have 
pointed out the great difficulties which 
surround this measure I am throwing 
cold water on his well-intentioned efforts. 
I have, of course, to look at the question 
from every point of view; I-have to re- 
gard it from the point of view not only 
of the Government but also of the rate- 
payer. I regret I cannot ask the House 
to support the Bill because it introduces 
a spirit of compulsion of which I do not 
approve, and throws an extra burden 
on the already overburdened ratepayers. 
I hope the right rev. Prelate, while 
accepting my sincere sympathy, will not 
think it necessary to go to a division. 


*THE Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, I confess I am a little doubtful of 
the value of the sincere sympathy of the 
noble Marquess who has just sat down. 
He has left the matter, it seems to me, 
in a very unsatisfactory condition. The 
question which is being discussed to- 
night is one of the most important con- 
nected with our educational system. 
After what has been said, with all the 
authority of the most rey. Primate and 
of the right rev. Prelate who has charge 
of the Bill, it would be simply wasting 
your I ordships’ time if I were to repeat 
what they have said, but I think it is im- 
possible for anybody who is at all ae- 
quainted with the condition of education 
in the country, and especially in the rural 
districts, to deny that unless something 
more is done after children leave school 
they lose in an almost singular manner 
the knowledge which they have had im- 
parted to them in the elementary school. 
There can be nothing more important 
than to prevent the sacrifice of what has 
already been taught at great expense and 
with a great deal of labour by tiding over 
the interval between the time when lads 
and maidens leave school and the time 
when they fully enter upon the business 
of life. 


Now that is a question of first-rate 
importance, and we are icid by the 
noble Marquess the Presicent of the 
Board of Education that it bafiles him. 
The noble Marquess will, I hope, pardon 
me if I say that I think it is part of the 
functions of his office that he should not 
be baftied by these difficulties, but should 
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set his mind to deal with them. If 
the noble Marquess had come down to the 
House and said that he did not like this 
Bill, that he thought the proposals in it 
were bad, but that he had a much better 
scheme which he would lay before your 
Lordships either to-night or on some 
other occasion, I should have felt it my 
duty not to support the right rev. Pre- 
late if he had thought it necessary to 
press his Bill toa division. But that is 
precisely what the noble Marquess has 
not told us. He admits the difficulty ; 
he admits the urgency ; he admits the 
necessity ; but he has no idea what ought 
to be done in order to meet the case. In 
those circumstances it seems to me that 
the House had much better pass the 
Second Reading of the Bill and affirm the 
principle. Ido not profess to say that I 
do not see difficulties in the details of 
this measure. I do not profess to say 
that it could not be amended in Commit- 
tee. I believe it could. But I do say 
undoubtedly, after the non possumus 
speech of the noble Marquess, the House 
ought to pass the Second Reading of the 
Bill. 


*Tue LORD BISHOP or HEREFORD : 
My Lords, before the debate concludes 
I hope I may be permitted to add one or 
two observations. I do not propose to 
follow the noble Marquess through his 
arguments on the details of the Bill, but 
I should like to remove one misconcep- 
tion in regard to the Sunday classes. As I 
said previously, the proposalsimply means 
giving a remission of one-third of the 
minimum number of attendances re- 
quired in the year if the child attends at a 
recognised Sunday school for religious 
or moral instruction. All that would 
be required would be a certificate from 
a recognised authority that the child 
had been under instruction for so many 
Sundavs. There would be no necessity 
for State inspection or any expense 
whatever. There is no doubt some force 
in what the noble Marquess said with 
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regard to the expenses of the continuation 
schools falling on the secondary educa- 
tion fund, and as a member of my own 
county authority I am well aware how 
great is the objection felt to adding 
anything to the expense of secondary 
education. Our county authorities are 
averse to anything like a county rate 
for secondary education. As things stand 
at present, the Education Act of 1902 
unfortunately throws all the expense 
of education, except for elementary 
schools, on the secondary education 
fund, which consists mainly of what 
is known as the whisky money. I 
cannot but hope, however, that some 
change may be introduced in that 
respect. Ido not look upon the Act of 
1902 as in the nature of a law of the 
Medes and Persians which must not be 


changed. I venture to think that 
the comparatively small additional 


expense which such a system as this 
would involve might be readily met, 
if not out of Imperial taxation, at any 
rate out of some combination of taxes 
and rates. I thank the noble Marquess 
the President of the Board of Education 
for the sympathy he has expressed, but 
I must confess I do not appreciate the 
difficulties he sees in the way. The 
noble Marquess and those who agree 
with him think it is not opportune that 
this Bill should be pressed. This 
being so I have no desire to take up 
the time of the House unnecessarily 
upon it. I am in the hands of the 
House, and am prepared to withdraw 
the Bill if it is the wish of your Lordships. 


Eart SPENCER: No, no! 


THe Marquess or RIPON: Divide! 
divide ! 


On Question, their Lordships di- 
vided :—Contents, 14; Not contents, 16. 
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Halsbury, E. (ZL. Chancellor.) | Cawdor, E. 
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| Hutchinson, V. 
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Lansdowne, M. 


more.) 
Ridley, V. 


Camperdown, E. Barnard, L. 


THE QUADRANT OF REGENT STREET. 

Viscount RIDLEY: My Lords, I 
rise, in accordance with the Notice 
standing in mv name on the Paper, to 
ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
the buildings now being demolished in 
the Quadrant of Regent Street have any 
defect which necessitates their removal ; 
whether the sites on which they stand are 
under the control of His Majesty’s Office 
of Woods and Forests ; and whether, in 
rebuilding on those sites, His Majesty’s 
Government will have due regard to the 
architectural continuity of Regent Street. 

I do not think it necessary to trouble 
your Lordships with any lengthy remarks, 
because I am anxious more to obtain 
information than to pass criticism on any 
action taken in this respect. I do not 
think there is any need to remind your 
Lordships of the unique position and the 
unique features of Regent Street, and 
especially that part of it known as the 
Quadrant, which is now under the hammer 
of the housebreaker. This part of Regent 
Street is one of the most interesting, I 
might even say beautiful, architectural 
features of a town which does not abound 
in architectural beauties, and I there- 
fore ask, first, whether there is any real 
and sufficient reason for the demolition 
of these houses. I ask that question, 
knowing full well that at the time of 
their erection by the architect Nash, 
it was generally stated that they were 
not well built, and were not of a suffi- 
ciently good material to last a long time. 
A rhyme was current at the time that 
Augustus had found Rome of marble but 
had lett it of brick, and that Nash had 
found London of brick and left it of 
plaster. Therefore, there may be real 
reason for the demolition of these houses. 
I ask, secondly, if it is necessary to pull 
these houses down for architectural or 


other reasons, whether His Majesty’s | 


Government will do their best to see that 
some architectural continuity, if not the 


| Waldegrave, E. 


| Colchester, L. 
| Harris, L. 
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| Stewart of Garlies, L. 
| (2. Galloway.) 
| Wemyss, L. (2. Ws 
| Windsor, L. 
| 


[Tell r. | 
(E. Donough- 


myss.) 


exact fagade as now, is preserved in the 
rebuilding of these houses. There was a 
parallel case in Paris. Two or three 
vears ago it was proposed to build a large 
hotel, and the French Government in- 
sisted that in the building of that hotel 
certain architectural features should be 
preserved. His Majesty’s (Government 
have additional right to take action in 
this matter because, as I understand, the 
land on which these houses stand is under 
the control of the Woods and Forests 
Office. They have therefore a consider- 
able /ocus standi in the matter. I do not 
know whether it is completely under 
their control. I do not know how far the 
County Council has control over it ; but 
[ am sure the County Council would be 
in every way desirous of considering the 
architectural features of the metropolis. 
I hope His Majesty’s Government will be 
able to give satisfactory assurances that 
in the rebuilding on this site due regard 
will be had to one of the most important 
and interesting architectural features 
of the Metropolis. 


*THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Lord Winxpsor) : My Lords, I 
rise, on behalf of the Treasury, to answer 
the Questions which have been put by the 
noble Viscount. There are three distinct 
Questions in the Notice which my noble 
friend has placed on the Paper. The 
answer to the first is that the buildings 
in the Quadrant and in other parts of 
Regent Street are not considered suitable 
for modern requirements; they are for 
the most part not well built, and do not 
utilise the sites which they occupy to the 
best advantage. It is, therefore, pro- 
posed to rebuild the Quadrant as the 
present leases expire, or earlier if suitable 
opportunities occur. The reply to the 
second Question is that it is quite true 
that the ground landlords are the Com- 


| missioners of Woods and Forests, and the 
| answer to the third Question is that It 13 
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ntended to have regard to the con- 
inuity of architectural design. I may 
dd a word in explanation and tell the 
Jouse that Mr. Norman Shaw has been 
equested to prepare a design for the 
shole Quadrant. Mr. Norman Shaw is 
aniliar to your Lordships as an eminent 
wehitect. This design is not yet finally 
vttled. but it is the intention of the 
‘ommissioners of Woods and Forests to 
rebuild the Quadrant in one design, and 
sot allow buildings of a patchy descrip- 
‘on. The Commissioners of Woods and 
forests are fully alive to the importance 
ff the houses in the Quadrant being re- 
yuilt on the design of an eminent archi- 
ect, and of the continuity of the buildings 
md the preseat curve of the Quadrant 
yeing maintained. 


THE IMPERIAL YEOMANRY 
COMMITTEE’S ACCOUNTS. 

*Lorp HARRIS, on rising “to call 
ittention to the Report of the Accounts 
Committee on the final account of the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee (Third 
Report, page 13), and to ask His Majesty’s 
fovernment what steps they propose 
io take to rectify the mistake into which 
the Accounts Committee has been led,” 
sid:—My Lords, It would not have 
jeen necessary for me to trouble your 
lordships this evening upon the matter 
Iam about to bring to your Lordships’ 
notice if the War Office had, as I think 
they might fairly and even in justice 
ought to have done, protected a very 
limited number of individuals who con- 
sider themselves to be aggrieved, and 
vhom on this occasion I represent. 
Your Lordships may remember that there 
were a few gentlemen who were suddenly 
impressed, so to speak, by the War 
Vice a few years ago, and placed in a 
position of considerable publicity, in 
order to assist the War Office in raising 
ths Imperial Yeomanry for service in 
South Africa. That body was entitled 
the Imperial Yeomanry Committee, “and 
certain funds were entrusted to it for 


expenditure. In course of time, that 
expenditure, being of public money, 


came under the review of the Auditor- 
General, and subsequently the Public 
Accounts Committee of the House of 
Commons: 
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—I think in the month of August—the 
Public Accounts Committee published 
their Report, and I will take leave to 
read to your Lordships the portions 
of the Report upon which I wish to 
comment to-night. “ The Final Account 
of the Imperial Yeomanry Committee ” 
is the heading of a paragraph on page 
xill., and the Committee there say— 

“ Out of the total sum granted (£1,265,000), 
it appears that for more than one-third (£460,000) 
no details or vouchers can be produced, and 
tailing these the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General asked for a certificate from the account- 
ants. He has received this certificate, but it 
is to an account in a summary form, without 
any sub-vouchers for purcaases. It is obvious 
that this, b+ing the certificate of the accountant 
of the exp:nding parties, and unsupported by 
vouchers, is in the highest degree unsatisfactory, 
and precludes any real audit of the accounts.” 

That paragraph is full of errors, It 
says, in the first place, that 

“No details or vouchers can be produced.” 


That is absolutely incorrect. All the 
details and vouchers are in existence. 
It goes on to say— 

* And failing these the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General asked for a certificate from 
the accountants.” 

The Auditor-General never asked the 
accountants for a _ certificate. Waat 
happened was this. Directly the Im- 
perial Yeomanry Committee was formed, 
it appointed a very well-known firm 
Messrs Kemp, Sons, and Co., to be the 
accountants of the Committee, and the 
body from whom the Auditor-General 
asked for a certificate was not our accoun- 
tants, but the War Office. It is quite 
possible that the request passed first 
through the Treasury, and then on to 
the War Office, but in the form in which 
it finally reached our accountants—I 
have the letter here—it did not say that 
any vouchers were required; it simply 
said that the Auditor-General re yu red 


a certificate, and suggested to our 
accountants the form in which the 
certificate should be supplied. Upon 


that request the certificate was supplied. 
Our accountants, as a matter of fact, 
were never asked for any vouchers by 
the Auditor-General, and that is the 
reason none were supplied. The Report 
goes on oO say— 

‘The Director of the Finance Department 
at the War Office expresses the hope that this 
experiment of trusting outside parties to per- 
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sorted to, in which your Committee cordially 
concur.” 


Of course, the Director of the Finance 
Department at the War Office is quite 
entitled to express a pious opinion on a 
subject of that kind, if he pleases ; 
all I can say is that that opinion is 
absolutely opposed to the opinion of 
the noble Marquess who was at the head 
of the War Office at the time the Im- 
perial Yeomanry Committee was formed, 
who insisted upon the Imperial Yeomanry 
Committee being a separate body, and 
who would not allow it to be brought 
under the immediate supervision and 
control of the War Office. 


Now, my Lords, what [ complain of is | 


not the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee. They have obviously been 
misled by the evidence that was placed 
before them. The evidence was placed 
before the Public Accounts Committee 
by Sir Douglas Richmond, as I believe 
be is now—he was then Auditor-General 
—and in the presence of a represen- 
tative of the War Office. The represen- 
tative of the War Office was Sir Guy 
Fleetwood Wilson, who, I believe, is 
now <Accountant-General at the War 
Office, and he was present when Sir 
Douglas Kichmond was asked certain 
questions which I take leave to read 
to your Lordships— 

“Did you make any attempt to get any 
details and youchers ?—Yes, I have asked for 
vouchers. 

“ And you have not obtained them ?—I have 
not received them. 

“Am T right in presuming that it is in conse- 
quence of your failure to obtain them that as a 
last desperate resort you fall back upon the 
suggestion that the Committee’s accountants 
should give their certificates ?—Yes, that is so. 
I observed that accounts were mentioned, and 
I thought at least I might get a certificate from 
the accountants. 

‘Tn this case, where so large a sum is involved, 
the total expense of the Committee, if I am cight 
amounting to something like £1,265,000, in 
respect of £460,000 odd, that is to say, more 
than one-third of the whole amount, you have 
received no vouchers and no details ?—That is 


SO. 


“And, as a matter of fact, you have only 
fallen back upon that suggestion because you 
were unable to get either vouchers or details ?— 
That is all I could get, and T thought I would 
state the facts plainly to Parliament.” 


Lord Harris. 
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Subsequently this question was put to 
Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson— 

“ Have you any remarks to make with regard 
to this matter?” 

This was the representative of the 
War Office, but I submit he was also some- 
thing more under these circumstances— 
he was there to defend the business capa- 
city and the honour of the Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee, because that 
Committee were never called by the 
Public Accounts Committee. Not only 
were the Imperial Yeomanry Committee 
never asked, or any member of it, but 
its own accountants were never asked 
to go before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee or to give any evidence whatever 
about this subject. I submit, therefore, 
that Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson, as re- 
presenting the War Office, was bound to 
consider the interests of the Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee when its system 
of business was being challenged by the 
Auditor-General. He was asked if he 
had any remarks to make with regard 
to this matter—‘‘ this matter” being 
that the Auditor-General had teld the 
Public Accounts Committee that no 
vouchers could be produced for an ex: 
penditure of half a million of money; 
and he said in reply— 

‘Yes. I have this iemark make—that 
the Yeomanry Committee was an_ organisa- 
tion entirely outside the War Office.” 

Yes; of course it was, because the 
Secretary of State for War had put it 
outside the War Office, and Sir Guy 
Fleetwood Wilson was a_ subordinate 
of the noble Marquess who was then at 
the head of the War Office. He con- 
tinued — 


to 


“The Government at the moment decided 
to entrust to a Committee of noblemen ant 
gentlemen the creation of a field force, and they 
took such steps as they considered necessary 
to create it. The War Office action was limited 
to paying for it.” 

The Chairman said — 

“We are not blaming you.” 
and Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson went on. 

‘“No; but I think it is fair to state that t 
lead up to what the hon. Member is putting 
to me. The War Office action was limited to 
finding £49) per horse and £35 per man, and the 
whole administration, accounting, and every- 
thing concerning this force was to be kept 
entirely in the hands of the Yeomanry Com- 
mittee, and we were not to interfere with it. 
Later on the conditions of affairs changed, and 
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* And we have done our best to put things on 
nat footing which is the recognised footing 
; dealing with Army accounts ; but we have to 


ait eal with what we found, and not with what 
efial ye created. 
that That is as much as to say that no 
thojcounts were properly kept until the War 
only itice took the matter up. I submit that 
itteoy tat is absolutely incorrect, that the ac- 
but gounts connected with this £460,000 were 
skeai ept properly, and in anadmirable manner, 
‘om-y the accountants, that the officials 
everg ho preceded Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson 
fore. i his office as head of the Accountants 
-ye.[epartment in the War Office knew 
dtogettectly well that these accounts 
orig] Prete properly kept, that the vouchers 
tem grete in existence, and were forthcoming 
tho uth all the crossed cheques as well. 
Sho g But Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson, without 
rar] Peterence to his predecessors, who would 
aing lave known the facts, took it upon 
the | umself to throw over the Yeomanry 
no qlommittee and to suggest that they 
ox. plever kept their accounts properly, and 
ey: pilat it was only when he and his col- 
* @agues came in that a commencement 
tha @ "8 made towards the proper keeping 
is. ¥° «proper accounts. I submit, my 
lords, that that is not a fair way of 
the jrotecting the gentiemen who were the 
it dlleagues of the officials of the War 
i. (itice for some twelve months, and that 
ate @ °° might have expected from the officials 
ath the War Office a more considerate 
fi rgard for our character as business men. 
fhe suggestion is that although we 
wight be good business men in our 
ded J private affairs, we considered that this 
“tl heing public money it mattered not two- 
ary @ pence to us whether proper accounts 
ited J were kept or not, and Sir Guy Fleetwood 
Wilson makes no attempt to protect us 
om the charges brought forward by 
the Auditor-General. , 
2. But, my Lords, I go further. The 
“a lact that this was a complete mis-state- 
ing @ Went of the facts was brought before the 
to J War Office during the course of certain 
the F correspondence in the autumn of last 
ve year, and up to January of this year, 
mf but the War Office have absolutely 
ie declined to take any step publicly to 
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rectify the mistake or to withdraw the 
charge which has been made against 
the Imperial Yeomanry Committee. It 
is quite true that a Question was asked 
the other day in the House of Commons 
upon this paragraph in the Report of 
the Public Accounts Committee, and 
Mr. Arnold-Forster in reply said— 

“The statement in question would appear 
to be based on replies given bv the late Comp- 
troller and Aucaitor-General—” 

Yes, but they were replies made in the 
presence of Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson, 
the representative of the War Office, 
who took no steps whatever to correct 
them. 

“ T understand that vouchers are, as a matter 
of fact, in existence, although they have not 
been rendered to the War Office.” 

They could have been rendered to the 
War Office at any time if the War Office 
had asked for them, but they never asked 
for them. So far from asking for than, 
they said they did not want them. In 
addition to that, I am told on very fair 
authority that the War Office even 
suggested that they should be burnt, 
and it was only the care of our ac- 
countants which prevented that sugges- 
tion being carried out. The Secretary of 
State went on to point out that the War 
Office treated the whole of this expend- 
ture in the same way that it treats the 
capitation grant of the Volunteers ; that 
is to say, that the money is put into the 
hands of the commanding officer, and 
as long as he produces the man properly 
equipped, and evidence that he has put 
in a certain number of drills, ete., they 
require no further voucher. Very well; 
I think that that is a very reasonabie 
way of dealing with that expenditure, 
but it was not what the War Oifice 
required of us. As regards the money 
spent by the Yeomanry colonels, the 
War Office first told us that they would 
require no vouchers at all. Two years 
afterwards they changed their mind, 
and asked for all the vouchers, and we 
produced all the vouchers we could. 
But that money is not the sum referred 
to by the Accountant-General. It is an 
entirely different sum. The sum I am 
referring to is the £460,000 spent by 
the Yeomanry Committee itself. We 
kept the accounts of it; we have those 
vouchers now; the War Office knew or 
ought to have known that we had them ° 
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it ought to have been, and I have no 
doubt that it is, on the records of the War 
Office that those vouchers were in ex- 
istence. When that fact was challenged 
by the Auditor-General, the representative 
of the War Office ought at once to have 
corrected the error, and I submit that 
in addition to the grievance which I 
and my colleagues think we lie under, 
the Public Accounts Committee of the 
House of Commons have every right to 
complain of the way in which the evi- 
dence was placed before them. The 
course I suggest the War Offi e should 
now adopt is to do in consequence of 
my public appeal to-day what they 
have declined to do in response to the 
private appeals which lave been made 
to them, viz.. to acknowledge that the 
information that was placed before the 
Public Accounts Committee was not 
correct, and to express their opinion 
that if correct information had _ been 
placed before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee that body would not have passed 
upon the business capacity of the Im- 
perial Yeomanry Ccmmittee a judg- 
ment which, in our opinion, is decidedly 
injurious to us, both as regards our 
capacity as business men and also as 
regards the public duty which was laid 
upon our shoulders at the time. 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 


~ 


FoR WAR (The Earl of Donovau- 
MORE): My Lords, the noble Lord 
who has just sat Cown has, under 


the shadow—I do not use the word in 
any offensive sense—of a rather in- 
nocuous Motien, made a very severe 
attack upon a distinguished public ser- 
vant. I] am not going to follow the 
noble Lord in that attack further than 
to say that I believe, and I hope I shall 
be able to prove to your Lordships, that 
it is absolutely and entirely unjustified. 
The noble Lord complained, secondly, 
that Sir Guy Fleetwocd Wilson believed 
that the accounts of the Imperial Yeo- 
manry Committee were not kept properly 
until it fell to his lot to have to deal with 
them. I confess that after a very 
carelul reading of the evidence I can 
find no justification for that complaint. 
But. after al! the gravamen of the charge 
lies in this—erd the noble Lord will 
correct me if I am misrepresenting him. 
The noble Lord complains that the 


Lord Harris. 


{LORDS} 




















Committee’s Accoun’s. 900 


Comptroller and Auditor-General gaye 
the Public Accounts ( ommittee the 
impression that these vouchers did: not 
exist, and that Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilsor 
should have contradicted him. My Lords 
the. Comptroller and Auditor-Genera! 
stated nothing of the kind. He state¢ 
that he had never seen these vouchers. 
and that was an absolutely true state- 
ment. He made that statement three of 
four times. 


*Lorp HARRIS: It is in consequence 
of your failure to obtain them. That ig 
from the question put by the Public 
Accounts Committee. 


*THe Eart or DONOUGHMORE 
Quite so. Perhaps I may go through 
this rather more in detail. In reply to 
Question 3303 the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General says— 

‘*T have had no vouchers for any of:those pur- 
chases.” 

In reply to Question 3305— 


‘**T have asked for vouchers.” 


In reply to Question 3306— 


‘¢L have not received them.” 


My Lords, that was an absolutely true 
statement, and obviously it was per 
fectly impossible for Sir Guy Fleetwood 
Wilson to contradict it. I admit at 
once that the Public Accounts Committee 
in their Report state that these vouchers 
did not exist, and they refer to these 
very questions—I think they quote in 
the body of the text Question 3308&as 
their justification for stating that ther 
did not exist. I regret that they drev 
that conclusion. It is not my busines 
or the business of anybody else to dictate 
to the Public Accounts Committee what 
impression they should take from the 
evidence submitted to them. I can only 
say, with great respect, I do not think 
I should have drawn the conclusion 
they drew from the evidence placed be 
fore them. I am perfectly aware thet 
these vouchers did exist. and I 1 
gret very much that by the statement 
of the Public Accounts Committee what 
I cannot help feeling is an injustice— 
though I am sure an unwitting injustice 
on their part—has been done to the 
noble Lord who represents the Imperi! 
Yeomanry Committee, to his Committee, 
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and, above all, to the firm of accountants 
whom they employed to manage the 
accounts for them. It is the case that 
these vouchers exist ; [ admit it at once: 
and I claim that there is no justification 
in this evidence for saving that they did 
not exist. That is the reason why Sir Guy 
Fleetwood Wilson—obviously, as T think 
—did not contradict the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. I think perhaps I 
ought to sav why these vouchers were not 
called for, and here I disagree with the 
noble Lord as to a matter cf fact. Iam 
informed that the reason we did not call 
for the vouchers was that we considered 
that the sums expended were covered by 
the capitation grant of £75 per man and 
horse that we had provided for the 
Imperial Yeomanry Committee. We 
knew that they had employed a firm 
of first-class accountants to help them 
manage their financial affairs, and we 
did not consider it necessary to call 
for detailed vouchers. We had an 
absolute precedent for the course we 
followed. It is exactly the same course 
as is followed with regard to the 
Volunteer capitation grant, although, of 
course, that is a much smaller amount. 
The 35s. per man is given to the command- 
ing officer, and we ask for no vouchers. 
We followed exactly the same course in 
dealing with the Imperial Yeomanry Com- 
mittee. 


*Lorp HARRIS: Would the 


Earl mind reading Question 3322 ? 


noble 


*THe EarL or DONOUGHMORE : 
I think that supports what I have just 
said. It was for them to decide what 
form of accounts they should use. | 
am not contesting that for a moment. 


*Lorp HARRIS: But would the noble 


Earl mind reading the question 4 


*THe EarL oF DONOUGHMORE: 
Well, my Lords, I think this is hardly 
necessary. Thisis not the Public Accounts 
Committee and the noble Lord is not cate- 
chising me. Ido not recognise the question 
straight out as regards the context, but I 
am informed by my financial advisers that 
what took place was as I have just stated. 
Of course, the noble Lord has a great 
advantage over me in this matter. He 
put the Question down only last night. and 
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my financial advisers have been employed 
on the Public Accounts Committee all 
day ; but I have done my best to meet 
him, and these are the facts as given to 
me by my financial advisers. I have but 
one word to say in conclusion. The noble 
Lord asks what attitude the Government 
intend to adopt in regard to rectifying 
the mistake into which the Public Ac- 
counts Committee had been led. I can 
only say that it is impossible for us to 
dictate to the Public Accounts Committee 
as to any opinion they may take. They 
are not subject to the Government or to 
anybody else. But ! can assure the noble 
Lord that we do not associate ourselves 
with them upon the statement of fact 
which they put forward in regard to this 
particular matter, viz., that vouchers 
were not kept. We know that vouchers 
were kept; we are quite satisfied as to 
the way in which they were kept ; and 
we regret the unjust impression that has 
been allowed to obtain in consequence of 
what I can only regard as a misconception. 
of the evidence placed before them. 


Committee’s Accounts. 


Lorp SHUTTLEWORTH : My Lords, 
I am unwilling to trouble your Lordships, 
but as an old member of the Publie Ac- 
counts Committee, and as one who served 
on that body for a great many years, per- 
haps I may be allowed to say a word or 
two on this matter. The noble Earl who 
has just addressed the House has spoken 
as if the Public Accounts Committee had 
fallen into an error. I think the noble 
Lord who brought forward the question 
was perfectly justified im saying that 
everything the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee state in their Report was based up- 
on the evidence placed before them. The 
noble Lord has called attention to the 
questions which were asked and the an- 
swers given to those questions, and I sub- 
mit that taking questions and answers 
together it is perfectly clear that the Pub- 
lic Accounts Committee put the ques- 
tions to elicit whether or not these vou- 
chers existed. The answer given by Sir 
Guy Fleetwood Wilson was, to this ques- 
tion— 

** Were any explanations given by the Com- 
mittee as to their not keeping proper accounts? ” 

Perhaps I had hetter read his answer 
It was— 

“1 do not know exactly what their explana- 
tion was, but I think they considered that they 
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and expended it practically in the interest of 
the country, and it was for them to decide 
what form of account they should use.” 


But that is no answer to the suggestion 
that no proper form of accounts was 
used, and I confess that reading, as I 
have read, the evidence upon which the 
Committee base their Report, I can come 
to no other conclusion than that the 
Committee were perfectly justified, on 
the evidence given by the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General and by the repre- 
sentative of the War Office, in reporting 
as they did, I just say that as an old 
member of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, as I am a little jealous of the 
proper performance of the work of the 
Committee of which I was for so long a 
member. 


But, my Lords, I think the noble 
Lord who brought forward this ques- 
tion might have strengthened his case 
if he had referred to the exact pro- 
cedure employed by the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. The Comptroller and 
Auditor-General has in the War Office 
and in the Admiralty his own officers 
who carry on what is called a continuous 
audit. In that respect the system in the 
War Office and the Admiralty is different 
from the system pursued in some of the 
Offices. It would be impossible in those 
great spending Departments to carry on 
the audit in any other way. Therefore, 
it is the practice to ask for these vouchers 
continuously, and it is obvious to me, 
reading the evidence of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General, that these vouchers 
had been asked for in the regular course. 
If there were vouchers and there was 
some reason for not producing them, he 
would have been informed of the fact, 
or the Committee should have been in- 
formed of it. It seems to me that the 
noble Lord has a grievance, which has 
not been answered by the noble Earl re- 
presenting the War Office, in the fact 
that the War Office did not inform, in 
the first instance, the officers of the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General ; in the 
second instance, the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General when he made his Re- 
port; and, in the third instance, the 
Committee of Public Accounts, that 
proper accounts were kept, and that 
there were vouchers, aithough there may 


Lord Shutileworth. 
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received a certain amount of capitation grant, | 
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have been reasons of policy for not 
producing them. 


*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, may I be 
allowed by way of reply to say a word ? 
I have to apologise to the noble Earl for 
not giving him earlier notice of my in- 
tention to raise this question, and I am 
extremely obliged to him for having con- 
sented to reply at such very short notice. 
I was very sorry to have to make an 
attack upon Sir Guy Fleetwood Wilson, 
who is an old friend and colleague of mine, 
but I gave him fair notice a fortnight ago 
that I was going to put the Question, and 
I think that what he has to complain of 
is that the War Office did not earlier make 
that handsome apology which the noble 
Earl has made to-night, and which I am 
perfectly certain will be as satisfactory 
to my colleagues as it is to myself, ‘ 


YESTERDAY'S DIVISION. 

Lorp NEWTON : [have to inform the 
House that a mistake was made in the 
votes in the division yesterday in which 
my noble friend the Chairman of Com- 
mittees and myself were named tellers. 
My noble friend desires me to say that 
the mistake arose from the fact that it 
was the first time he had discharged the 
duty. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): Do your Lordships 
agree that a correction be made in 
the Journals of the House? The num- 
ber of the “Contents” should have 
been 70, not 68. 


The correction was ordered to be mide. 


ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION BILL. 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : In 
accordance with the notice I gave yester- 
day, I beg to move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee pro forma to have 
the Bill reprinted, and I would suggest 
that the Amendments be made on Report 
so as to save a further Report stage. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 
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Bill reported without Amendment; | 
Standing Committee negatived. 


On Report— 


Lorpv BALFOUR or BURLEIGH | 
moved that the Amendments of which 
he had given notice be inserted. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to a Committee of 
the Whole House; and to be printed as) 
amended. (No. 43.) 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT, 1882, AMEND- 
MENT BILL [1.1]. 


A Bill to amend Section 82 of 
the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. 
Was presented by the Lord Chancellor ; 
read 1‘; and to be printed. (No. 44.} 


House adjourned at half-past Six 
o'clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven o’cluck. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Friday, 7th April, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH. 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
icom one of the Examiners of Petitions | 
for Private Bills, That. in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, | 
and referred on the First Reading there- 
of, the Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Tralee Urban District Council Bl 
[Lords]. 
Orderel, That the Bill be read a 


second time. 


Croydon Gas Bill. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill [Lords]. Read a 
second time, and committed. 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourtu Ssrtes.] 


L 1905} Bill Business. 906 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP G). 


Sir JosrpH Leese reported from the 
Committee on Group G of Private Bills; 


| That, for the convenience of parties, the 


Committee had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at a quarter-past Eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table. 


Street Betting Bill [Lords]. Read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
(Bill 155.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
the Area of Service of the Regular Militia 

'when embodied.” [Service of Militia- 
men Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to con- 
firm a scheme made by a Committee of 
the Lords of His Majesty’s Privy Couneil 
under the Municipal Corporation Acts, 
1882 and 1885, relating to Merthyr 
Tydfil.’ [Municipal Corporations (Mer- 
thyr Tydfil Scheme Confirmation) Bill 
[Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
provide for the sale of the Chapel of 
Saint Paul, Great Portland Street, and for 
| the endowment of the Chapel of Saint 
Peter, Vere Street, in the event ot that 
Chapel having a district assigned to it; 
and for other purposes connec‘ed there- 
with.” [Murylebone Chapels Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the time for the compulsory pur- 
chase of lands and for the construction of 
the tramways and works authorised bv 


'the Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 


Act, 1902, and the Rawmarsh Urban 
District Couwrcil (Tramways) Act, 1900; 
and for other purposes.” [Vexhorough 
and Swinton Tramways (Extension of 


Time) Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to transfer the Renfrew Harbour Under- 
taking to the Trustees of the Clyde Navi- 
| gation ; to abandon the works authorised 
iby The Renfrew Burgh and Harbour 
| Extension Act, 1899; and for other 
| purposes.” [Clyde Navigation Bill 
(Lords. ] 


21 
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Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tyd- 
fil Scheme Confirmation) Bill [Lords]. 
Read the firs time; refer ed to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bilis, 
and to be printed. [Bill 156.] 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lords]; Mex- 
borough and Swinton Tramways (Exten- 
sion of Time) Bill [Lords]; Clyde Navi- 
gation Bill[Lords]. Read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills. 


Aberdare Tramways Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Perth, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dunoon, in 
to lie upon the Table. 


favour ; 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Exeter; 
Holbeck; and Leeds; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against; from Barnes; 
Battersea; Berkhampstead; Bexley; 
Bollington; Bosworth; Brighton (four) ; 
Buckhurst Hill; Charlton; Chelmsford ; 
Derby ; Edinburgh (two) ; Gainsborough ; 
Garboldisham ; Guildford; | Harrow 
Green; Hatfield; Hove (two); Ilfra- 
combe; Kennington; Melbourne; Mon- 
mouth; Oxford; Parkstone; Saffron 
Walden; St. Giles; St. Pancras; Syden- 
ham; Wimborne; and Woodeaton; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUGAR TAX. 
Petition from Leeds, for repeal; to 
lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from Bristol, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


POLICE (COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS, 
ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Constabulary for 
the year ended 29th September, 1904 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 117.] 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Twenty-seventh 
Annual Report of the Prison Com- 
missioners for Scotland, being the Sixty- 
sixth Annual Report on Prisons in 
Scotland, 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 3rd April, 1905, declaring that 
Alfred Richard Nightingale, Assistant in 
the London Postal Service, was appointed 
without a Civil Service Certificate through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head 
of his Department [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


GREEK LOAN OF 1898. 


Account presented, up to 31st Maxch, 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
3337 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scotch Ex-Elementary School Teachers in 
Receipt of Pensions. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N,): 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether he 
can state the number of Scotch ex 
elementary school teachers now in receipt 
of retiring allowances, with the amounts 
of the pension or gratuity in each case, 
distinguishing between allowances granted 
by the Scotch Kducation Department 
and by Scotch school boards respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 


existing pensions granted by the Scotch 
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Education Department are as follows :— 
36 pensions of £30 per annum; 


84 pensions of £25 per annum; 102) 


pensions of £20 per annum; 1 pension of 
£15 per annum; 10 pensions of £10 per 
annum. A sum not exceeding £100 is 
also available each year for gratuities. 
Iam not ina position to furnish infor- 
mation as to the number of teachers in 
receipt of retiring allowances from school 
boards. 


English and Welsh Ex-Elementary School 
Teachers in Receipt of Pensions. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask _ the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether he can state the number of 
English and Welsh ex-elementary school 
teachers now in receipt of superannuation 
allowances under the Teachers Super- 
annuation Act of 1898, with the amount 
of annual allowance in each case, 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
458 men and 301 women are at present 
in receipt of superannuation allowances 
under the Teachers’ Superannuation Act 
of 1898. As theamount of the allowance 
differs in each case, I am afraid it is not 
possible to give the information asked 
for in the last part of the Question. 


Underfed School Children at Leeds. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether his attention 
has been drawn to the report of a special 
meeting of the Leeds Education Com- 
mittee, held on Tuesday, April 4th, at 
which the chairman of the school 
attendance committee reported that 
there are 4,047 underfed children in 
daily attendance at the public schools, 
of whom 3,371 are children of deserving 
parents; and whether his Department 
proposes to take any action in the 
matter, 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) I 
have seen a newspaper report of the 
meeting referred to, but am not in a 
position to check the accuracy of the 
figures given. The hon. Member is pro- 
bably aware that it is in the power of 


every local education authority to 
appoint medical inspectors, through 


whom the condition of the children | 
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attending school could be more satis- 
factorily ascertained than through the 
reports of teachers, 


Questions, 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
the report of the special meeting of the 
Leeds Educational Committee on Tuesday 
last, at which it was officially reported 
by the chairman of the school attendance 
committee that over 4.000 children 
attend the schools hungry, most of them 
the children of deserving parents; ani 
whether his Department proposes taking 
any action to enable the local board of 
guardians to assist in providing funds to 
enable these children to be properly fed. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 


have not seen the report to which ‘the 


hon. Member refers, nor have I received 
any information with regard to the 
matter. 


Condition of Bos gg and Boiler Tubes of 
H.MLS. * Latona.” 

(Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether H.M.S. ‘“‘Latona’s” engines 
have been examined prior to her de- 
parture for Newfoundland ; if they have 
been examined, what condition were the 
boiler tubes in; whether any of the tubes 
which should weigh 27 lbs. only weighed 
15 lbs; and, if so, will the Admiralty put 
new boiler tubes into the “ Latona” be- 
fore sending her across the Atlantic. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
machinery of H.M.S. “Latona” was 
examined at the end of last vear, and it 
was then reported that no defects were 
known to exist in the engines or boilers 
which would affect the seaworthiness of 
the ship. The Boilers were examined 
and tested in January last, and the life 
of the tubes was then given as three 
years. A few of the tubes were drawn 
at the end of March, when the average 
loss of weight was found to be 27 per 
cent. and the maximum 332 per cent., not 
44-4, as suggested in the third part of 
the Question. It is not, therefore, 
intended to put new boiler tubes in the 
ship before sending her across the 
Atlantic. 

212 
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Removal of Railings in Green Park. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 


Works, by whose authority were some 
sixty fect of the railings removed on) 


Thursday last from the Piccadilly side of 


the Green Park, immediately opposite | 
the end of the sixty foot roadway recently | 
formed in that park; with what object | 
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| the existing practice whereby the accounts 


_are furnished to the Press on the last day 
of the quarter and published therein on 
the following day. I am not aware 
that copies are not kept in tne 
Library, but I imagine that there 
would be no difficulty in arranging 
that they should be placed there if the 
Librarian finds that any hon, Member 
desires it. 


were these railings removed, and what is | 


proposed to be put in their place, whether | 
admit foot | 


a narrow gateway to 
passengers only, or a broad entrance 
capable of admitting carriage traffic. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
footgate, which gave access to the Park 
afew feet further west, is being moved 
so as to be in line with the centre of the 
new pathway; only a sufficient length of 


Salaries of Irish School Teachers. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the average 
salary from all sources for the last com- 
pleted year for the public elemeniary 
school Irish head master, the Irish 
‘certificated assistant master, the Irish 
head mistress, and the Irish certificated 
_assistant mistress respectively. 


railing has been removed to enable this | 


to be done. 


Quarterly Returns of, Revenue and Ex- | 
penditure—Suggested Issue as Parlia- | 


mentary Papers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To ask Mr. | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer what is the 


objecticn, if any, to issuing as Parliamen- | 


tary Papers the quarterly accounts of 
revenue and expenditure which are 


furnished by His Majesty's Government | 


to the Press at the end of each quarter, 


and copies whereof are supplied to the | 


Vote Office for such Members as may 


apply for them; is he aware that no_| 
copies of these accounts are kept in the | 
Library or are otherwise permanently | 
accessible to Members of this House; and | 
is there anything to prevent arrange- | 


ments being made for the issuing of 


these quarterly Returns as Parliamen- | 


tary Papers at the same time as and in 
addition to their supply to the Press. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 


The quarterly accounts are delivered to 
the Vote Office for the use of Members 
and to the newspaper offices on the 


It is being carried out under | 
the authority of the First Commissioner. | 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In the 
year 1903, the last for which figures have 
yet been compiled, the average incomes 
from State sources of the four classes of 
national school teachers indicated were 
as follows :— 


Head Masters - - . £100 
Head Mistresses - - : £85 
Assistant Masters — - - £70 
Assistant Mistresses - - £57 


The average incomes, from State and 
other sources combined, for the year 
1904 can be ascertained from returns 
'furnished by the teachers themselves, 
but it will take some time to procure the 
necessary information. I have asked that 
it may be obtained, and will commun 
cate the result to the hon. Member in due 
course. 


Irish Ex-Teachers in Receipt of Pensions. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state the number of 
Trish ex-teachers now on the Irish 
Teachers’ Pension Fund, with the yearly 
-amounts of pension or gratuity in each 
| case. 


evening of the last day of each quarter. | 


If the accounts 
Parliamentary Papers objection would 
presumably be raised in the House of 
Commons if they were circulated to the 
Press before being delivered to Members, 
It would be undesitable to discontinue 


were presented as | 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
|The number of ex-teachers now on the 
| Trish Teachers’ Pension Fund is 1,897. 
The amounts of pension received ate 
very various. The hon, Member will 
‘find the scales and conditions on which 
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they are granted set forth in the Irish 
Teachers’ Pension Rules, 1897, which 
have been printed and published. No 
gratuities are awarded, but in certain cases 
the premiums paid by a teacher are 
refunded to him in a single payment. 


Dundrum Central Asylum — Regulations 
regarding Letters written by Patients. 
Mr. O7DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord-Lieuterant of Ire- 
land what are the rules regarding the 
writing of letters by patients confined in 
the Dundrum Central Asylum: how 
many can be written by a patient during 
a month; whether an appeal lies to the 
lunacy inspectors or to him in cases where 
the Governor does not submit letters 
written by patients; and whether his 
attention has been called (o a number of 
letters wr tten by a patient in this asvlum 
named Logue during the months of Sep- 
tember and October, 1904, and January, 
1°05, not forwarded by the Governor, and 
will he inquire into this case. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
regulations permit patients to write two 
letters on the first of each month, and at 
other times under speci: ] circumstances. 
All communications which, in the opinicn 
of the Resident Physician and Governor, 
contain improper matter are submitted 
by him to the Inspectors of Lunatic 
Asylums, and are deal: with by them 
under the asylum rules. Ce:tain letters 
recently written by the patient named 
were withheld by the Resident Physician 
and Governor, with the concurrence of the 
Inspectors, 


Mr. Young’s Estate, Culdaff. Innishowen. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether an application has been 
made by Mr. Young to the Estates Com- 
missioners to have his estate, situate at 
Culdaff, barony of Innishowen, county 
Donegal, sold to his tenants; how many, 
ifany, agreements have been lodged by 
the landlord as signed by the tenants for 
the purchase of their holdings; and 
whether, seeing that a portion of this 
estate, situate in Glengad, is one of the 
most congested districts in the county of 
Donegal, and that on account of the price 
demanded from the tenantry on this 
portion of the estate none of them have 
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agreed to purchase, will the Estates 
Commissioners withhold their sanction of 
this sale to the tenants on the remainder 
of the estate until the landlord agrees to 
sell at a fair price the congested districts 
portion, either to the Congested Districts 
Board or to the tenants direct, at a price 
to be fixed by the Estates Commis- 
sioners, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Agree- 
ments for the purchase of holdings were 
lodged in 204 cases; but before sanctioning 
the sale of any portion of this estate the 
Commissioners are coasidering the advisa- 
bility of purchasing the Glengad portion 
of the estate under the provisio:s of 
Section 6 of the Irish Land Act, 1903, 
and, in that connection, contemplate 
having a further inspection made of this 
portion of the property. 


Army--Number of Recruits. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E-): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War what were the numbers of recruits 
taken during each mon‘h from October 
to April in 1905-4 and 104-5 respec- 
tively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold-For- 
ster.) The numbers, excluding colonial 
enlistments, were as follows :— 


1903-4. 1f 04-5, 
October - 4,155 - - 3,048 
November - 3,718 - 3,414 
December - 3,150-- - 3,024 
January - 5,225 - - 1.5372 
Jebruary - 4,200 - - 3,449 
March - 440 - *3150 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 


SISTER BILL. 


[SeconD READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


*(oroNEL DENNY (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) said it was only a few days ago 
that he was asked to take the place of 
the Member for the Epping Division, 
who was unable to be present to take 
charge of this Bill on the back of which 
his name appeared, consequently he 
felt a disadvantage in attempting to 


, Approximate. 
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replace him. He felt so strongly of 
opinion that a change in the law was 
necessary and advisable, that he had put 
his name on the back of the Bill. It 
had been alleged that those who sup- 
ported this Bill represented a small 
number of people, and that the Bill was 
not in consequence worthy of the serious 
consideration of the House. They were 
told that those who transgressed the 
present law, or who would contract such 
marriages if the law were altered, were 
seldom met with, and that matters might 
safely be left in statu quo. As an argu- 
ment that was futile. They had to 
consider not only the masses, but the 
wants and desires and the real good and 
well-being of the few. The small number 
aggrieved might not be able to bring 
pressure to bear upon the electorate, and 
their views might not be pushed at general 
elections, but if there were a hardship, 
and there was no reason of great strength 
against removing it, the House abrogated 
its functions if it did notnotice complaints 
and make some effort to remedy the 
situation. They knew that many Mem- 
bers felt strongly from points of view 
which every one must respect, even if 
they thought they were wrong or 
far-fetched, and consequently he would 
endeavour to be scrupulously careful 
and adopt a courteous tone, giving due 
weight to their opinions. 


He would first consider the grounds of 
the opposition to this Bill. What was it 
that was specifically alleged against it ? 
If any opponent could prove that in 
supporting this Bill they were acting in 
defiance of the highest law, that was the 
Divine law, then there was no more to be 
said. But he found in the discussion of the 
Bill of 1903 that point was specifically 
abandoned by the hon. Member for 
Stretford, who said that, in his opinion— 
and that was of no small weight, because 
he held a high position, not only in the 
legal profession but in the Church— 
there was no such question, and so they 
were left, if other hon. Members agreed, 
to find other grounds. Now, what 
justific ation had they from the point of 
view of the opinion of the country ? 
They knew the opinion of the Treasury. 
The deceased wife’s sister was as far 
removed from being a relative as any 
stranger, and was treated as an absolute | 
Colone! Denny. 


{COMMONS} 
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stranger to her brother-in-law. 
question was first raised after many 
years by the Act of 1835, under condi- 
tions which the hon. Member for Stret- 
ford said few could justify. The purpose of 
that Act was to place such marriages upon 
a strictly legal footing, but the promises 
given at that time were never redeemed. 
So that in the view of the hon. Member 
for Stretford there was no justification 
for the present condition of things, 
because if Lord Lyndhurst had carried 
out his intention, as his hon. friend 
said there was no excuse for not doing, 
finality would have been attained, and 
the question of these marriages would not 
now have been ina condition which needed 
any argument. The House was so 
dissatisfied, however, upon this question 
that since the year 1835 this Bill had 
passed seventeen Second Readings in this 
House, and had passed entirely through It 
no less than seven times, while it had also 
passed the Lords, but unfortunately in a 
different vear. The majorities had con- 
stantly grown larger, and in 1903 the Bill 
was sent to a Grand Committee, whose 
peculiar constitution allowed such close 
scrutiny and prolonged discussion that 
the Bill got no further. But for that 
scrutiny it would probably to-day have 
been the law of the land, 


9] 
This 


By whom was it opposed? Almost en- 
tirely by one Church, which was, no doubt, 
powerful, but whose action consisted 
mainly of setting up peculiar views in re- 
gard to the marriage laws directly in the 
teeth and against the wishes of this and 
the other House. Consequently this 
Church was arrogating to herself the 
interpretation, if not the making, of the 
laws relating to marriage, a matter 
which was entirely apart from her proper 
functions. Was the Church of England 
the only church whose opinions were 
worth having? There were the great 
Scottish churches, containing clergymen 
and members who were certainly not less 
attached to the observance of the moral 
law and securing the sanctity of marriage 
than the members of the English Church. 
Did Scotch churches hold out upon this 
question ¢ No, they did not. The Non- 
conformist English churches were in 
favour of the Bill, and surely they were 


as anxious to maintain the moral law 
as any other church. Then there was a 
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church which took closer cognisance|parts they were not, and the children 
than any other of the intimate life of | were illegitimate in the eye of the 
its people—he alluded to the Catholic law. The hon. Member for Tunbridge, 
Church. The Roman Catholic Church,|in 1903, in an earnest, well-meaning 
recognising no danger to morality,|speech, said that, no doubt, all excellent 
granted dispensations much more freely sisters-in-law throughout the world 
than to marriages with which fault) must in future be unable, if the Bill 
could be found upon the ground of con-| passed, without reproach to be treated 
sanguinity. If this measure were favoured'as members of their brother-in-law’s 
by the people represented in this House,| family. He must know cases where 
and by the hereditary Members of the | terrible results had arisen, or he would not 
other House, and by most, if not all, make such strong statements. He could 
of the churches, why should this reform not have said what he did say without 
be denied ? Had they not met many having cases to quote, for he should not 
of the objections raised to the Bill of attack the characters of many women 
1903? The Bill which he held in his|merely on hypothesis, Surely, instead 
hand was practically as it had emerged of indulging in futile prophecy, un- 
from the Committee, after the fullest supported by a scrap of evidence from 
discussion and scrutiny. They were the numerous countries where the custom 
told that the Bill was not wanted. ‘The existed, those who desired to prevent 
hon. Member for Tunbridge said he never these marriages should give other reasons. 
heard anybody ask for it except a few Many marriages ought to be prevented 
highly-placed law-breakers. Then why —marriages of consanguinity, marriages 
was it brought up again and again? of the physically weak, and so on, but 
Why was it that in his own constituency, | surely they should not brand many of their 
among hundreds of people who had fellow-citizens throughout the Empire as 
been asked, the average result was that incestuous and corrupt by holding out 
thirty or forty were in favour of the against a beneficent change in a law 
Bill to one against it. He knew of which was never intended to remain on 
cases, and could easily find many more our Statute-book. He begged to move. 
if he looked for them, in which these 
marriages had been of the greatest possible) Motion made, and Question proposed, 
advantage to the children, and which! “That the Bill be now read a second 
had turned out to be of the happiest time.” 
description, The cases that had been 
brought to his notice were not those of Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
wealthy people. Tunbridge) said that when he heard that 
j ‘this Bill was going to be introduced 
Surely there should be one law again, his first thought was to take a leaf 
for the whole Empire. What did they out of the Government book and treat 
ind now? The Synod of the New/it with contempt. He believed the 
South Wales Church recognised the| question was purely academic, and cer- 
position, and had put itself in con-| tainly the Bill was not likely to pass in 
formity with the law of the State. The |the present Parliament. They had the 
Australian Commonwealth had now/extraordinary spectacle of a Bill which 
taken the matter up, Cape Colony had |carried behind it, according to its sup- 
followed, and he understood the Domin-| porters, a tremendous demand on the 
ion of Canada was on the point of giving part of the people, and yet when it was 
these marriages complete official and Par- | called there were only twenty-one Mem- 
liamentary support. He was by no bers present in the House, many of whom 
means in favour of being governed by|were opponents of the measure. 
the Colonies, but what he went upon) 
was that the action of the Colonies) *Cotons. DENNY: I hope the hon. 
showed no evil results. Was it not a| Member has not forgotten the all-night 
strong argument for doing that which sitting. 
would prevent much harm to innocent'| 
children? Parents were legally married| Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN said 
none part of the Empire, but in other|he had not forgotten it, If there 
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was any desire for the Bill he should 
have thought that hon. Members would 
have sacrificed their rest in order to 
do what his hon. friend described as 
a just act demanded by so many 
people in various parts of the country. 
When the Bill was last sent to a 
Standing Committee it was found to 
contain so many illog'calities and 
absurdities that, notwithstanding every 
effort to accelerate the proceedings, it 
took no less than nine days to get it 
through, and even then the Bill was in- 
adequately discussed. If it went to a 
Standing Committee again it would have 
no chance of being passed by the House 
when it came back, because only two days 
were allotted to private Members Bills 
on the Report stage. Some very big Bills, 
including the Trades Dispvtes Bill, had 
been referred to the Standing Committees, 
so that there was not the slightest chance 
for this Bill passing into law this session. 
He regretted that his hon. friend had 
embarked on a course so fruitless and 
likely to lead to so little result. 


This Bill had no real backing e‘ther in 
the House of Commons or the country. 
His hon. friend had tried to show that the 
Bill had a backing in the House of Com- 
mons because it had been passed by 
growing majorities, but he could hardly 
have studied the figures for recent years. 
In 1901 only 401 Members were found 


willing to vote on the Bill at all—that | 


was rather more than half the House. 
The majority in its favour was 157. 


was 125; and in 1903 only 258 voted, 
and the majority fell to 27. Therefore 
it was not strictly accurate to say that 
the House had shown an increasing in- 
terest in the Bill. Why was it that the 
Bill had passed the Second Reading 
seventeen times and had 
carried into law ? It was because in the 


crowded state of the Legislature nothing | 


could be carried into law which had not a 
strong popular backing outside. A few 


people, most of them well to do and hold- | 


ing big social positions, who had broken 
the law such as it was at the present time, 
were in favour of it. It was not a poor 
man’s Bill, It was a rich man’s Bill. 
He had no recent figures to quote, but 
in 1847 a Commission was appointed to 
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In | 
1902 only 373 voted, and the majority | 


never been | 
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‘ing of the Lyndhurst Act. It was 
found that 1,048 marriages had 
taken place, and they were mostly 


among people who were compara- 
tively well to do. There were only 
forty among poor people. These 


figures showed that this was not a 
poor man’s question at all. It had 
been stated that a large number of his 
own constituents in the Tunbridge Divi. 
sion were in favour of the Bill. Havin 
represented the Division in three Parlia- 
ments, he claimed to know a little more 
about the constituency than his hon. 
friend. Perhaps he had done wickedly 
in many things, but no one had ever 
blamed him for having taken a prominent 
part against this Bill. 


He had not acted on his first 
thought of treating this measure with 
contempt, for the reason that a very 
serious question was involved. It was 
all very well to say that they were going 
to legalise a certain form of marriage 
which was desired by some people. What 
was really proposed was to alter the whole 
system of marriage law which had existed 
in this country ever since it had been 
a Christian country, and it was not pro- 
posed to offer any logical substitute. 
What was the present basis? It was 
the oneness of the flesh between man and 
wife, which resulted in the perfectly clear 
doctrine that a man must not marry any 
relation of his wife whom he could not 
marry if she were his own relation. That 
was a clear doctrine which had _ been 
acted upon in all times since this country 
became Christian. It was the doctrine 
held by all branches of the Christian 
‘church. He knew that in recent years 
some Christian bodies had revolted from 
that doctrine. He very much regretted 
their action. His hon. friend had stated 
that the Roman Catholic Church did 
not hold that view, and that these mar- 
'riages were permitted by dispensation. 
But dispensation implied a law, and 
if there was no law ne dispensation 
| would be necessary. Dispensations were 
|granted by the Roman Catholic 
'Church not merely for marriaz> with a 


| deceased wife’s sister, but for oth-r mar- 


riages within the prohibited degrees. If 


| they took the line that there should be 


collect statistics of all the marriages ‘no prohibition on the ground of affinity 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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and that the only prohibition should be 
with respect to blood relationship, they 
would, at all events, substitute for the 
present Christian law a law which was 
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not opposed by physiology and science. | 


{7 Arrit 1905} 


But they were doing nothing of the sort | 


by this Bill. Why did they not say also 
that a woman might marry her deceased 
husband’s brother. Why not abolish 
all the probibitions on the ground of 
affinity ? 


chaos and discrediting the whole marriage 
law. 


The Bill was, as was discovered 


in Grand Committee last year, full of | 


illogicalities and absurdities. It sought 
to remove what was called a colonial 
grievance, and it applied to this country 
the colonial law that the children of such 
unions were in law legitimate, and could 
inherit property in cases of intestacy. 
He should be quite willing to meet that 
objection by accepting the Colonial 
Marriages Bill; but he would point out 
that by accepting the proposals in the 
present Bill all the difficulties were not 
removed. No doubt the children of such 
marriages would be legitimatised ; but, 
by the retrospective clause, the rights 
of others who had inherited property 
under the existing law would not he 
touched. The honour of legitimacy was 
given to the children, but the effects of 
illegitimacy were not interfered with. 
Then, another example of the incon- 
sistency and absurdity of the Bill was 
in its effect on the law of divorce. For 
the purposes of marriage the Bill would 
enact that a deceased wife’s sister was 
no relation, and being no relation a 
man could marry her. But the divorce 
law was left to stand as it now was; 
and if a man married his deceased 
wife’s sister it would be regarded under 
the law of divorce as an incestuous 
relationship. Again, there was the point 
connected with the treatment of the 
deceased wife’s sister after marriage with 
her brother-in-law by the Treasury. 
For the purposes of the income-tax a 
married couple were regarded as one ; 
but for the purposes of the estate duty 
they were two. After all, the Treasury 
did, by this inconsistent attitude, gather 
in a large amount of money to support 
the State expenditure ; but the Bill of 


As it was, by the present Bill | 
they would be introducing a state of, 
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his hon. and gallant friend would do 
nothing in this respect but institute a 
large amount of uncertainty. He would 
give another instance of the illogicality 
of the measure. The Bill said that in 
all cases, the Bill being retrospective, 
where a man had gone through the form 
of marriage with his deceased wife’s 
sister, he would be legally married for 
all possibilities to come till the marriage 
was dissolved. But what would be the 
result ? A man might have gone through 
the form of marriage with his deceased 
wife’s sister. At present that was no 
marriage ; and if the man chose to treat 
the woman badly, he might desert her 
and never intend to live with her again. 
Notwithstanding the fact that these people 
were separated and that they did not 
want to live together again, the effect of 
this Bill would be that they would find 
themselves compulsorily married. Now, 
did his hon. and gallant friend really 
begin to see that that would be an 
advantage ? His hon. and gallant friend 
must see that, whatever might be said 
for the general principle of the Bill, 
when it came to be applied in practice it 
was impossible and absurd and would 
introduce chaos into our marriage law. 


922 


As to what had been done in Committee 
the last time the Bill was considered, 
he insisted that the same would be done 
again. He did not wish to lay too 
much stress on his opposition to the 
details of that Bill. His objection to it 
was grounded on principle. He believed 
that the Bill was unfair to women 
generally. Women were not on the 
Parliamentary register; they were not 
heard in this House under a women’s suf- 
frage. He believed that if there was 
any means of ascertaining the opinion 
of the great majority of women in this 
country it would be found to he strongly 
against this Bill. The Bill introduced 
a new inequality between the sexes. 
At the present time they were absolutely 
equal in the prohibited degrees between 
men and women. But under the Pill 
there would be twenty-nine restrictions 
in the case of men and thirty restric- 
tions in the case of women. The House 
had no right to introduce that inequality 
without taking steps to discover the 
real opinion of the women of the country 
on that point. But the graver point 
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was how a Christian nation ought to 
consider the effects of this Bill. He 
maintained that upon the sanctity of 
the marriage tie the moral health of 
the people depended; and he claimed 
that our Christian religion had tended 
successfully to make the marriage tie 
more respected in this than in any 
heathen country. Were they going lightly 
to throw that over? For his part he 
protested, and would ever protest, against 
tampering with the marriage tie in any 
shape or form in this country no matter 
what had been done in our Colonies 
or in other countries. He begged to 
move that the Bill be read a second 
time this day six months. 


Str ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, 
W.) said that an intelligent foreigner 
who had happened to come into this 
House that day must have been surprised 
to learn that the subject under discussion 
in the British House of Commons was 
the great and important change in the 
marriage law contained in the Bill of 
which the Second Reading had just been 
moved. Like himself, the hon Member for 
Kilmarnock Burghs had passed through 
the night in this House; and when he 
thought of the crowded state of the 
benches on that side of the House and 
on this, a few hours ago, when they were 
discussing the question as to whether 
three half-pence should be paid for a 
soldier’s breakfast, and the state of the 
benches now, when they were discussing 
this infinitely greater and more important 
question ; when. moreover, one cast one’s 
eye up to the public gallery and saw 
how meagre was the attendance, he 
believed that his hon. friend the Member 
for the Tunbridge Division was amply 
warranted in saying that his first notion 
as to how this Bill should be treated 
was that of contempt. 


His hon. and gallant friend who 
moved the Second Reading of the 
Bill spoke of it as if it were pro- 
moted by hon. Members on_ both 
sides of the House. He did not 
think that that was quite accurate. 
This Bill had behind it the support of 
the very strongest organisations in the 
country. He did not inthe least wish to 
say that people who wished a change in any 
law had nota perfect right to organise 
to secure that end, and get together 


Mr. Griffith Boscawen. 
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‘large funds 
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for that purpose. The 
Marriage Law Reform Association was 
a body, with its office and paid secre- 
tary, which carried on a very active 
propaganda. But this Bill had behind 
it, also, the support of another very 
powerful and important body—the 
great Liberation Society, consisting of 
persons who conscientiously desired to 
see the Church of England disestablished. 
That body comprised very wealthy and 
influential persons who had, in times 
past, collected enormous sums of money, 
and, by one means or another, had brought 
great force to bear in Parliamentary 
elections. His hon. and gallant friend 
might say that this question was not 
one which played a great part in general 
elections, and that there were many 
arguments that might be advanced on 
the one side or the other for or against 
the Bill. He recognised the tone and 
temper with which his hon. and gallant 
friend had discussed this question; 
but, after all, it was one of those subjects 
on which they might differ profoundly. 
That, however, was no reason why they 
should differ bitterly, or think unkindly 
of each other. He fully admitted the 
excellent motives of his hon. and gallant 
friend in moving for a change in the 
existing law, and he hoped that the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman would feel 
that those who were obliged to oppose him 
did so also from conscientious motives. 


He did not think it necessary to go in- 
to the religious aspects of this question. 
These had been stated in many books 
and in speeches in this House in former 
years. The law, as far as that aspect 
was concerned, had been stated with 
unrivalled eloquence by the late Mr. 
Gladstone. And if the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman would read that speech he 
would find the view which the Church of 
England had consistently held on this 
matter stated with the greatest precision 
and in language of surpassing beauty. 
His hon. and gallant friend had spoken of 
the action of the Roman Catholic Church 
on this matter. He did not know if 
his hon. and gallant friend had had the 
privilege of personal acquaintance with 
the late Cardinal Manning. His lamented 
Eminence was essentially a Cardinal 
who was in sympathy with democratic 
movements; and yet there never was 4 
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stronger opponent of this measure than | 


that great Churchman, unless it were | 
another great philanthropist differing | 
from him widely upon questions of theo- 
logy —he meant the lateLord Shaftesbury. 
These two great men, though they differed | 
widely in their theological standpoint, 
were united in their opposition to the 
principle of th's Bill. He denied that 
this was a poor man’s question ; and in 
regard to the argument that the Bill 
would strengthen the golden link of 
Empire, he repudiated the notion that 
we were called upon to change our 
morriage law at the bidding of the 
Colonies. He was not a married man 
himself, but from such inquiries as he 
had been able to make from friends of 
his who were married ladies, he found 
that the great majority were not in favour 
of the measure. The Bill would create 
as many difficulties as it would remove, 
and its opponents were re. olved, by every 
legitimate means in their power, to pre- 
vent it being passed into law. He begged 
to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the worvts ‘ upon this | 
day six months.’ ”—( Mr. Griffith Boscaien.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he found himself in the same 
difficulty respecting the question of 
marriage with a deceased wife’s sister as 
he did with regard to free trade, for he 
had never heard any real argument 
brought forward against it. Though the 
hon. Member for Tunbridge taunted them 
with the small number present when Mr. 
Speaker counted the House, he never told 
them that those who were opposed to the 
Rill left before the House was counted. 
The hon. Member also remarked upon | 
the small majorities secured for the Bill 
during the last few years compared 
with previous years; but since he 
first had the honour of presenting 
the Bill the rights of private Members 
had been very much infringed, and they 
could not get the same House on a 
Friday as on a Wednesday. The hon. | 
Member for Tunbridge had remarked | 
upon the hardship of a man and his | 


{7 ApriL 1905} 


Wife's Sister Bill. 926 


deceased wife’s sister who had married 
and liy ed together but who had separated ; 
but a year’s grace was a'lowed them to 
go to the Law Courts, and by mut ial con- 
sent get their marriage annulled. The 
fact was, the opposition to this Bil was 
not a matter of argumeni, but merely one 
of sentiment, honest sentiment on the 
whole no doubt. This was why in the 
spceches of those opposing it they :e'dom 
found anything which would bear an «argu- 
mentative answer. 


He felt that the feeling in favour of the 
Bill was steadily g owing, and this vear 
they had one new feature in the fact that 
both the Commonwealth of Australia and 
the Cape of Good Hope hal sent to this 
country strong pe‘itions in favour of the 
Bill. But the Colonial Marrieges Bill 
would not meet the g ievances of those 
in this country. Moreover, that Bill 
providel that «t all events one of the 
parties must be domiciled in the colony, 
and he could not help thinking that a 
great deal of confusion would arise over 
the legal definit'on of the word domicile. 
[It would give an opportunity to rich 
peop'e to acquire domici’e in a colony, 
but to the poor this would be prohibitory. 
Even now the law favoured the rich man, 
because these were plenty of rich men 
who had le:sure to go and live in foreign 
countries or the Colonies in order to have 
their marriages legally celebrated. The 
poor man had no such loophole. The poor 
man had no means of evading the present 
law, although he might want to do so. 
He pointed to the fact that the Pill had 
always had the support of the Labour 
representatives in the House, and he 


argued that it was a poor man’s Bill. 


He declared that there was no law on the 
Statute-book whose history was so 
disgraceful, and, proceeding, he admitted 
that they would never g>t a great wave 
of feeling to make it absolutely impera- 
tive upon the House to pass the Bill 
because it affected very few people. 
It was only supported by those few 
people, and those who were honest and 
unselfish enough to support it on behalf 
of those who were suffering He did not 
know whether the people of his county 
were more honest and unselfish than 
others, but he knew that there had 
never been a candidate for Norfolk, on 
whatever side of politics, who had not 
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pledged himself to support this Bill. 
was because those who suffered this 
injustice, hardship, and cruelty were so 
few in number and perhaps weal: in 
influence that they who supported the 
Bill thought it all the more necessary to 
make strenuous efforts to pass it. He 
felt that the tide was on their side, and 
that the day would come when the 
present iniquitous law would be amended. 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Streford) 
said any question affecting the marriaze 
law must of necessity be of extreme 
importance. He was bound to say at 
the outset cf his remarks that he did 
not take the same view of the religious 
and divine aspect of this question as 
was taken by some of his friends. He 
founded his objection to this measure on 
other than directly religious grounds. The 
question he desired to put to the House 
was this, supposing the marriage law was 
altered as proposed, would it tend to 
enhance the social and moral purity of 
society or would it tend to deteriorate 
the level of our social and moral purity 
as it existed to-day. It was because in his 
view the tendency of this Bill as a whole 
would be in the direction of deterioration 
in the mora] atmosphere that he was 
opposed to it, and it was on those lines 
that he wished to address the House. 


One of the first matters they had to 
remember was that they were dealing 
with the question of affinity and not of 
consanguinity, because whatever might 
be the view of the principle and doctrine 
underlying the marriage law, it was 
essential to realise with what they were 
dealing. He admitted that the question 
of affinity did not affect his mind to, 
such an extent as would the question 
of consanguinity. Now this question of 
the principle and doctrine of marriage 
must go to the root of the whele system 
of civilised society, and they could not 
deal with a doctrine of this kind without 
realising that the marriage relationship, | 
and the relationship between man and 
woman in respect to marriage, constituted 
one of the great barriers ard foundations | 
upon which the whole of our civilised 
life depended. Therefore those who 
proposed to make any alteration in the 
law and established practice in regard to | 
the marriage law ought to show a very | 


Sir Brampton Gurdon. 
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strong case for upsetting the very com- 
plicated social relationships, and the 
customs that had sprung up, having 
regard to the state of the law as it stood 
at the present time. Had they considered 
what marriage meant ? He took the view 
of Lord Stowe that thev had to look on 
marriage partly as a civil contract between 
the parties, and partly as one of the great 
religious rites. If for a moment they 
looked on’ marriage merely as a matter 
of contract, it was a contract entirely 
unique in its character and incidence, 
and it could not be approached from the 
point of view from which many of the 
advocates of the measure had approached 
it, viz., that if the two parties, the 
wilower and his deceased wife’s sister, 
desired to enter into a contract of this 
kind, they ought as a matter of freedom 
of contract to be allowed to do so, But 
there were wider rexsons of social custom 
against it, and this was no justification for 
proposals to alter the marriage contract 
which was the foundation of the whole 
system of civilised society. 


So far as the question was a religious 
question, he approiched it not from the 
point of view of Divine sanction, but from 
the point of view of the partially sacred 
character of the contract in question. 
Christianity as a whole, apart from any 
doctrine or dogmi, had always regarded 
this rite as of primary religious impor- 
tance, and some of the denominations 
regarded it as a sacrament. All religious 
denominations of the Christian Church 
regarded marriage as a rite of primary 
religious importance. What had _ been 
the effect? The effect had been that 
up to a comparatively recent date the 
marriage law was entirely under the 
cognisance of our Kcclesiastical Courts. 
To his mind great inconvenience and 
disadvantage arose therefrom. One of 
the prim:ry causes of the bre:ch between 
this country and Rome was the rebellion 
against foreign intervention in appeals on 
the marriage question. But if they went 
a little back and came to more modern 
times they found there were gross cases 
of irregular marriages which took place 
under the marriage laws, and what was 
almost as bad, the continual friction 
and civil 
tribunals with regard to this great 
doctrine of marriage, which gave rise 
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in this country to the distinction be- 
tween “ voidable” and “ void ” marriages, 
which led to the introduction of what 
was called the Lyndhurst Act. He 
thought Lord Lyndhurst’s Bill un- 
doubtedly introduced an innovation in 
the right direction. It siid that whether 
they dealt with consanguinity or affinity 
this distinction between voidable and 
yoid was to come to an end, and that 
marriage Within the degrees of con- 
sanguinity or affinity (he would not 
enumerate thos: degrees now) in which 
marriage was not allowed were to be in 
the future void altogether. 


He did not wish to say anything 
about the conditioas which brought 
about Lord Lyndhurst’s Act, but he 
would say one word as regarded the 
history which was told in so interest- 
ing a way by the right hon, Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton on a 
former occasion when this question was 
before the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman seemed then to think there 
was something in the nature of a common 
agreement that after the Lyndhurst 
Act had beea passed an Act was to 
be passed making legal the marriage 
between a widower and his deceased 
wife’s sister, and, that this not having 
been done, the Bill then before the 
House ought to be passed. He did not 
agree with that argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton, but if any one could convince 
him that marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister would conduce generally to 
increased social purity and morality, he 
was open to conviction, and he would sup- 
port the Bill. It was because he did not 
believe that this alteration could have 
anything but a bad effect that he should 
oppose it. There were, no doubt, a ccr- 
tain numer of cases where difficulties if 
not harshness, had arisen owing to the de- 
ceased wife’s sister not having been able 
to come in in the capacity of a mother 
to her deceased sister’s children. When 
such cases arose everyone must sym- 
pathise with that individual, but he 
protested against their allowing their 
s\mpathy to run away with what wa: the 
real principle, This was a most import- 
ant matter, and it must be argued apart 
from these so-called especially hard 
cases, It shou!d be considered on a much 
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| broader ground. The broad ground on 
which he approached the question was 
this: ought the sister-in-law to be in 
the position of a possibly marriageable 
woman or not? That was the real 
question, and he did not think that any- 
one could look at the social conditions 
of this country without coming to the 
conclusion that the sister-in-law in the 
interest of public morality and purity 
ought to be as nearly as possible in the 
position of a sister and not of a mar- 
riageable stranger. What was in the 
knowledge of everyone was that the 
present relationship between a brother- 
in-law and his sister-in-law was one of 
the closest and nearest, and that any 
alteration in the law would tend to 
mike an alteration, He could not 
agre> that the relationship between a 
man and a marriageable woman was the 
same as that which now existed between 
a man and his sister-in-law, and what he 
could not appreciate in this controversy 
was that people did not see how th’s 
would be upset if this Bill were passed. 
Attention was continually being called 
to exceptional illustrations, but fortu- 
nately, after all, there were limitations. 
The number of widowers who had 
sisters-in-law were limited, and it was not 
always that a widower wanted to marry 
his sister-in-law; there was a further 
limit in the fact that a sister-in-law did 
not always wish t» marry her brother- 


in-law. He did not base his oppo- 
sition on the grounds of _ religious 


or Divine sanction, but he did siy that 
when, they came to ‘his question, which 
was of extreme importxnce as regarded 
our social life, there was a strong prepon- 
derance of argument against the proposals 
of this Bill and in favour of keeping the 
marriage |vw as it was st the present time. 
He knew of no instances of hardship such 
as those given by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton on a for- 
mer o2casion, but he;knew of many instan- 
ces where the existing rel tionship between 
a man and his sister-in-law would be most 
unfortunately interfered with and upset 
if this Bill became law. Let hon. Mem- 
bers keep their minds on the larger 
quest.on and let tem consider what the 
women themselves tiiink about it. Were 
they desirois of an exceptio zal | berty in 
par icular cases in order t» Le deprived 
of one of the gre.test liberties they had? 
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He did not believe there was any wide | 
demand for this Bill, and he believed if| 
it were passed it would upset one of the | 
purest and best of social relationships for. 
an infinitely small class, | 

The framing of the Bill involved some | 
complications of an extremely difficult 
kind. So far as the colonial argument 
was coucerned it was pertectly possible to | 
put all the colonial difficulty right 
to-morrow by a Colonial Marriages Act 
without upsetting all those social relation- 
ships which were so dear to us. He looked 
upon our mar.iage laws as the essetitial 
part of the foundaiion of our social life, 
and he should deeply regret the alieration 
that would ensue if this Bill were 
sanctioned, 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON Clackmannan 
and Kinross) said he supported the Bull | 
because be believed it would make for 
the public morality and social purity of 
the community, and he hoped the House 
of Commons would once more testify its 
approval of the principle of the measure. 
Judging by the speech of the hon. and | 
learned Member for the Stretiord Division | 
the religious argument had been practi- 
cally abandoned. 


*Mr. CRIPPS said he expressly reserved | 
his opinion on the religious question. 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON said that, at 
any rate, the hon. and learned Member 
based his argument on other than! 
religious grounds. So far as the Colonies | 
were concerned, it was said that the | 
disadvantage under which they laboured | 
could be put right by passing the Colonial | 
Marriages Bill. Butif this measure were | 
carried, that of itself would put the 
Colonies ina right and proper position 
in relation to the mother country. He 
could not conceive why any Members 
-hould object to this Bill’s becoming law | 
except those who, like the noble Lord the 
Member for Greenwich, strongly objected 
to it on religious grounds. On this 
matter he believed the noble Lord was as | 
absolutely wrong as he was right on the 
fiscal question. Reference had been 
made to Scotland. but Scottish law was 
in many fespects entirely different from | 
English law. He remembered a Scottish | 
mister who, when performing the | 


: z | 
marriage ceremony, always said to the | 


Mr. Crepps. 


| 
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couple, ‘‘ My friends, marriage is a bles- 
ing to few, a curse to many, and a great 
uncertainty to all; will you venture?” 
They always did venture, and having 


ventured and found marriage a blessing, 


what greater compliment could be paid to 


‘the deceased wife than that her sister 


Was it not 
strong evidence that the first wife had 
been well and kindly treated? He had 


/known many of these marriages, and he 


defied any person to find happier unions, 
It was a scandalous injustice to the poor 
children that such marriages should be 
illegal, and for their sakes, if for no other 
reason, the Bill ought to receive a Second 
Reading. With regard to the old argu- 


-Inent that man and wife were one flesh, 


he remembered Mr. Justice Maul once 
saying that if a man killed his wife it 
was murder and not suicide, so that 
that argument might be pushed too far, 
If by the marriage of A and B they 
became one flesh then C who was A’s 


| brother, could not marry D who was B’s 


sister. He submitted that it was not in 
the interests of public morality or decency 
in this country that there should bea 
great many citizens who obeyed the law 
in all other respects, and yet in this 
matter went outside the law. Such 
martiages could not be made penal, they 
were simply illegal. He hoped that 


| illegality would be swept away, and that 


those men—of whom he was not one, as 


‘he would never have the chance—who 


wished to contract such marriages would 
be permitted to do so. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
opposed the Bill because he believed it 
would do harm to the social welfare of 
the people. Nothing should induce them 
to change the marriage laws but over- 
whelming testimony of the necessity for 
such a change. But no such necessity had 
been shown. A very few cases had been 
mentioned as happy marriages between 
the brother-in-law and the sister-in-law, 
but no one had suggested that the 
general acceptance of such marriages 
would be a benefit to the people asa 
whole. The attenuated state of the 
House indicated there was no enthusiasm 
for the Bill. It might be asked what 
testimony there was against the Bill. 
He submitted that the burden of proof 
that the change was generally wanted 
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lay with the promoters of the Bill. He 
agreed with those who believed that 
this was a class measure in favour of the 
rich and not in favour of the poor, 
a View which seemed to be proved by the 
extraordinary regularity with which the 
Bill was passed in another place. 
was the testimony of Bishops and clergy in 


the East End of London and those who | 


lived among great populations that the 


Bill would do extraordinary injury to | 


a vast number of poor people in their 
charge. The House was asked to look 
to foreign countries and our Colonies. 
3ut that argument might be pushed a 
little too far. If the Colonies felt they 
laboured under a grievance, he was one 
of those who would vote for the Colonial 
Marriages Bill and thus remove that 


grievance. The present Bill bristled 
with enormous difficulties, and on 


previous occas.ons it had been interest- 
ing to notice the conflict of legal opinion 
on the one side and the other. He felt 
very strongly that the Bill would dis- 
locate the family and social life of the 
country, and on these grounds he pro- 
tested against it, and would do all in his 
power to prevent it passing into law. 


*Mr SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 
supported the Second Reading because he 
regarded very seriously the transcendent 
importance of the sanctity of the marriage 
tie. The speeches in opposition to the 
Bill seemed all to rest on the assumption 
that the measure was intended to make 


marriage with a deceased wife’s sister, | 


not permissible, but compulsory. The 
apparent indifference, as shown by the 


members present that afternoon, to which | 
reference had been made, was due to | 


the fact that a similar Bill had been 
successful on seventeen occasions in 
the division lobby; therefore it was 
no wonder if Members assumed it 
would again pass its Second Reading. 


It was an extraordinary fact that | 
with regard to this social and moral | 


issue, Members of both political Parties, 
who invariably acted in obedience to the 


dictates of conscience, found themselves | 


at variance, although some of the greatest 


Englishmen, Churchmen, scholars, and | 


divines had expriencei no difficulty in 
approving of these marriages. ‘There was 


no doubt as to the absolute sincerity of 
Its sup- 


those who opposed the Bill. 
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| porters claimed an equal admission of 
| their sincerity and conscientiousness in 
| believing the present state of the law to 
| be entirely subversive of social purity 
‘and morality. Lord Grimthorpe, one 
of the earliest and most capable writers 
on the subject, described the position with 
regard to these marriages as one which 
had been foisted into the law of England 
by two Bishops agunst the real consent 
of Parliament, and kept up by a singular 
combination of High Church and Puri- 
tanicalintolerance. That seemed exactly 
to sum up the position. 


In 1902 the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich based his opposition on high 
morals and the view of the Church. To 
which church did he refer? Certainly not 
to the Church Catholic, the household of 
faith, the whole body of Christian believers 
in the world. The noble Lord could not 
evenclaimthat his view was th ut of the en- 
tire Church of England. Tnen there were 
250,000,000 Roman Catholics who did not 
regard such marriages as a sin; there were 
also the Protestant Nonconformists and 
devout Jews, in the aggregate  out- 

/numbering the whole of the Anglican 
Church, who regarded these marriages 
with approval rather than disapproval, 
and for the mest part raised, no ecclesi- 
astical barriers; and reference might also 
be made to the Greek Church in Russia 
and to the Anglican Churches in America 
and the British Colonies, all of which 
permit them. In the Anglican Church 
in England and in the sister church in 
| America entirely antagonistic canons on 
‘this question existed; while in Australia 
the Anglican Church had recently formally 
authorised thes? marriag’s as being in 
accordance with the law of God and the 
| teaching of the Church as rightly under- 


| stood. The teaching of the Art.cles of the 


English Anglican Church was that nothing 
|shoull be enforced in the face of the 
precept and doctrine of Holy Scripture, 
and there was nothing in either Old or 
New Testament which gave any shadow 
of foundation to the claim that marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister was definitely 
| forbidden. That was the opinion of some 

of the greatest divines, scholars, and com- 

mentators of the Church of England itself, 
and in support of this statement jie would 
‘refer to the Speaker’s Commentary and 
|to the Commentary known as that of 
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the Bishop of Gloucester and Bristol, 
expositions which were the product of 
the highest learning in this country. 
Why should the law of the Church be set 
up as opposing these marriages? He had 
always been taught that when the shadow 
of the Church fell between the Church 
and the Church’s founder, the man who 
allowed that shadow so to fall as lapsing 
into the very state of religious bondage 
and servitude from which Jesus Christ 
came into this world to release him. 
Were the Anglican Churches of America 
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and Australia, with their Bishops, divines, | 


and clergy, inspired with an inferior 
morality, or living less pure lives than the 
members of the Church of England in 
this country who opposed this Bill? The 
true exp'anation wes that in these newer 
countries the heads of the Church were 
not cribbed, cabined, and confined by the 
natrowing medieval ideas which possessed 
many in this country, and consequen ly 
they sought to lift Christian truth above 
prejudice and mere ecclesiastical formulas 
and to awake the nobler because the 
freer Christian life. The prohibition of 
these marriages was originally based upon 
regal exigencies and ducal successions, 
and he had always felt that it was en 


tirely unworthy of the keen and close | 
reasoning powers of the noble Lord the | 
Member for Greenwich, as to whos? sin- | 


cer-ty of conviction and_ nobility of pur- 
pose there could be no question, that he 
should again and again seem to suppress 
his reasoning faculties in order to cham- 
pion the present condition of the law. 


Why should these marriages be danger- | 


ous in the charmed circle of the British 
Isles but not in other parts of the world ? 
He agreed that it was highly undesirable 
that there should be one law for the 
Church and another for the Sta’e. That 
Wes @ pernicious arrangement, but it 
would not be permanent. Wherever it 
had been the case hitherto, as was the case 
recently indeed in Australia, the Church 
had ultimately come into harmony with 
the State, and admitted that it had been 
in error in continuing to forbid these 
mariages. ‘There was no word of Jesus 
Chr st or of his apos les forbidding these 
marriages, and whi!st the supporters of 
this Bill respected its opponents and 
the motives which prompted them, they 
felt bound to repudiate the illogical con- 


Mr. Slack. 
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clusions to which they came. To do 
otherwise would be to belie reason, to 
defy conscience, and to palter with the 
principles of liberty. Why should the 
sincere beliefs of the minority in 
Parliament and the minority of Chris- 
tians and citizens in the country be 
allowed any longer to override those 
of the vast majority of the people? 
The great Nonconformist Churches were 
unanimously in favour of the measure. 
Why should the minority of one Church, 
especially when that Church was specially 
protected in the Bill, rule any longer? 
|The noble Lord himself had consented 
| toa measure legalising colonial marriages, 
thereby admitting the rights of the 
majority in the Colonies, and yet he 
refused the same rights to the majority 
|in this country. For thirty years this 
measure had passed again and again 
its Second Reading, and had failed to 
reach the Statute-book only because no 
Administration had seen fit to make it 
a Government measure. In the United 
States, France, Germany, and Switzerland 
whet was at first allowed only in certain 
cantons, States, or counties, was now 
| permitted throughout the whole of the 
country; in this country alone were the 
people still hampered by the intrusion 
of dynastic and ecclesiastical forces ? 
Henry VIII. forced Parliament to aid 
‘him to marry Anne Boleyn by declaring 
his marriage with Katherine of Arragon 
'(h’s deceased brother’s widow) void; 
‘then the Parliament of her daughter 
| Queen Mary declared that same marriage 
‘to be holy and good before God and 





man. Then for Queen  Elizabeth’s 
isake Archbishop Parker again made 
‘that marriage unholy and _ void! 


Family life hed not suffered in the 
countries to which he had referred, nor 
had any other evils followed upon the 
legalisation of these marriages ; why, then, 
shou'd evil consequences be anticipated in 
this country, which we believed to be ani- 
mated by the best and highest moral forces 
and ideals in the world? The law as it 
stood did not prevent these marriages; the 
people married, or, if they did not, a worse 
condition of affairs often prevailed. In 
| his practice as a lawyer he had often seen 
ihow evilly the present system worked, 
| and therefore, as a Member of this House, 
as a citizen, as a Nonconformist, and as 


la man who endeavoured to be actuated 
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in all things by the rule of conscience, 
he sincerely trusted the House would give 
a Second Reading to the Bill and that it 
would be passed into law. 


*(oLONEL WELBY (Taunton) said that 

this Bill seemed to reverse the old axiom 
that the lesser was included in the 
greater. Nobody could doubt that a 
deceased wife’s aunt by marriage, a 
deceased wife’s daughter-in-law, and a 
deceased wife’s niece, were farther away 
from and therefore lesser in degree of 
affinity to a man than his deceased wife’s 
sister, and yet they were not included 
in this Bill. Why was that? The only 
reason possible was that a sentiment 
existed in regard to a deceased wife’s 
sister which did not exist in regard to 
the other relations. Moreover, why 
should the supposed injustice apply only 
to the one sex? Why should not a 
widow be enabled to marry her deceased 
husband’s brother? The hon. Member 
ior St. Albans had referred to the fact 
that there was no Biblical teaching 
against marriage with a deceased wife’s 
sister. But in the later history of the 
Jewish race it was unquestionably the 
fact that a widow not only might but 
was compelled to marry her deceased 
husband’s brother. Why, then, was not 
the hon. Member in favour of extending 
to the female sex that which he con- 
sidered so essential for the male sex ? 


It was said that this Bill would assimilate 
the law in the mother country to the law 
inthe Colonies. But in South Australia 
it was permissible for a man to marry 
ais deceased wife’s niece. In what way 
would this Bill assimilate the law of 
Englind to the law of the Colonies in 
that respect? While many Colonies 
permitted marriage with a deceased wife’s 
sister. several others did not, and why 
should the law in this country be assimi- 
lated to the law in some Colonies and 
not in others? The South African 
Colonies had not this law: Canada had it, 
but Newfoundland had not ; in the West 
Indies, Barbadoes was the only colony 
in which such marriages were permitted. 
Why should they accept everything which 
the Colonies did in regard to legislation ? 
Were not the conditions of colonial life 
very different from what they were in 
this country? What might be a good 
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law in one of our Colonies might be 
totally unsuited for the mother country. 
Hon. Members opposite knew very well 
that the law of Scotland with regard to 
marriages was different to the rest of the 
United Kingdom, children born before 
marriage being able to inherit entailed 
property, vet they did not seek to make 
these laws alike. From a_ practical 
point of view, there was really nothing 
whatever in the colonial argument. 
There were a great many of our Colonies 
which did not permit these marriages, 
and why should we assimilate the 
marriage laws of this country to one 
group of Colonies and not to another ? 
And if we were going to assimilate those 
laws, why not begin at home and 
assimilate the laws of Scotland to those 
of England and Wales? What was the 
hardship complained of in regard to the 
Colonies? It was simply that if there 
was a colonial marriage between a man 
and his deceased wife’s sister, and there 
were children of that marriage, the only 
property which those children could not 
inherit was entailed property. Of course 
they could inherit the real and personal 
property of their parents, but because a 
man did not take the trouble to make a 
will were they to alter the whole of the 
law of this country simply because some 
individual was idle or superstitious. 


When they came to look at this matter 
from a practical point of view it was a very 
small matter indeed. It had been said that 
this reform was demanded by thousands 
and tens of thousands of people in this 
country. As far as he was concerned he 
had never received a single representation 
from a poor person with regard to the 
inequality or the unfairness of the law in 
this respect, and the only representations 
he had ever had either from Poplar where 
he was candidate for six years or 
his present constituency were from those 
people who were comfortably off. His 
contention was that this being a move- 
ment coming more from the rich than 
from the poor, it could be argued from 
the standpoint of the well-to-do; he had 
personally known cases of the deceased 
wife’s sister coming to manage the home 
of her brother-in-law and thus bridging 
over the most terrible time in a man’s 
life. He held that if they were to pass 
this Bill unquestionably it would prevent 
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such an advantage as a deceased wife’s 
sister coming to manage the home of her 
brother-in-law during that time, and it 
would alter all the relations of a man 
towards his wife’s sister. Why should 
they not be anle to receive their wife’s 
sister as their own sister? They should 
respect her with the same high sanctity 
as their own sister, and put all questions 
of marriage on one side, Surely in this 
respect this Bill would remove a very 
beautiful aspect of modern life in this 
country. 


He also looked upon this ques- 
tion from a spiritua!’ point of view. It 
had been said that there was no areu- 
ment to be derived from the Bible in 
favour of the present marriage laws. 
The Bible taugnt that they possessed 
a spiritual being, and in marriage there 
was a spiritual union with another 
spiritual being. Was not Christianity 
itself a spiritual kingdom which was in 
this world but not of it? Surely the 
world was not so full of spiritual ideas 
that they could afford to sacrifice any 
of them for what was, after all, simply 
a matter of convenience. He appealed 
to the House to respect that spirituality, 
and affirm that there was a higher law in 
this matter than the law of earth. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) said 
that before the House proceeded to a 
division he desired to submit a few 
points which might assist hon. Members 
in arriving at a judgment upon this Bull. 
This Bill was now presented to them in 
some respects in a different form to that 
which it took upon a former occasion, 
They were often told that their dis- 
cussions were fruitless, but he observed 
that some of their criticisms in regard to 
this question had borne fruit, though 
others, not less strong and valid, seemed 
to have been ignored. Even in its 
amended form he was sure the Bill 
would lead to a considerable amount of 
legal difficultv and confusion. It must 
be very clear to every one who re- 
membered the discussions in Grand 
Committee that the most intricate legal 
questions were involvid, and that this 
hill created a great multipiicity of legal 
obstacles. An Amendment was carried 
when the Bill was in Grand Committee 
dealing with a certain difficulty which 


Coloned Welby. 
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As had been pointed out 
by the hon. Member for Tunbridge, that 
difficulty was that a hard case had 
not been completely met in this Bill. 
The Bill proposed that where a man had 
married his deceased wife’s sister, and 
the parties had afterwards parted, they 
should have a right to reconsider ther 
position. It was quite trie that the Bill 
said, as it did not say when it le‘t the 
Grand Committee, that this choice was 
only to apply where people had ceased to 
live together. But the decision of the 
question of whether they had cease to 
live together or not was one of great 
difficulty, their legal position would be 
open to doubt, and a very confuse | 
dition of things would |e produced. 
There was a much more considerable legal 
difficulty. It had often happ-ned thita 
marriage which had been technically 
irregular had been validified by a subse- 
quent Act. But those Acts had always 
been applied to marriages which were 
believed to be regular at the tims. This 
Bill, on the contrary, was inten ‘ed to 
apply to marriages which the parties knew 
at the time were irregular. By Clause 5 
persons were to be made married on the 
day that the Royal Assent was given to 
this Bill. So far as he could see, this 
applied not only to every living p-rson, 
but also to every dead person. A p-rson 
who married his deceased wife’s <ister 
sixty vears ago, and had died leaving a 
will, although in the law he had not beea 
married, would be made married when the 
Royal Assent wes given to this Bill. 
Thereupon, according to well-known 
docirines of law, his will would become 
waste-paper, because marriage invalidatde 
a will made beforehand. he rights of 
every person who benefited under that 
will would be prejudicially affected. ‘That 
showed the extreme difficulty of this sort 
of retrospective legislation. They could 
not make a thing good ex post facto. They 
could not make good what was well known 
at the time to be an irregularity. The 
promoters of the Bill would be well 
advised to drop that part of their proposal. 


con- 


But the objeciions of the opponents of 
the Bill were of a graver character. His 
hon, and learned iriend who moved the 
Second Reading of the fill said he con- 
ceive l it to involve no violation of divine 
luw. He cordially believed that his hor. 
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and gallant friend was representing his 
sincere thoughts in saving so. 
was a little amused at the authorities he 


quoted in support of his position. 


His | 


17 April 1905} 


hon. and learned friend the Member for | 


Stretford was the first orthodox Catholic 
The 
stranger still, wasthe Trexsury. He had 
never supposed that the authority of the 
Treasury would be quoted in 


father who was quoted. 


order to 


establish a proposition in divinity. He 


did not conceal from the House that | 


second. | 


| marriage. 


lay : , i ; 
the principle that tuat re 


it was verv difficult to discuss this matter 


in the House of Commors tone. 


He pro- 


+ } 
ested 


against the discussion of this sub- 
ject in the odds and ends of Parliame tary 
time as though it were a small matter. 
[t would be more satisfactory to have 
the whole marriage law refounded on a 
iew policy, after a full inquiry. They 
were justified in opposing this Bill be- 
cause they believed it would transgress 
the fundamental laws of the morality to 
He did not wish to 


individuals 


whic they adhered. 


reflect on the characters of 
who had contracted these marriages and 
who hed done what he did not approve 
f. But while 
tocondemn individuals it was the:r busi- 


it was not their business 


ness 10 form a definite opinion upon the 
aracter of the act. 
Bill they were taking up a pariicular 
He 


was obliged to say that the relations 


Tn opposing this 
moral attitude towards certain acts. 


which it was sought in this Bill to legalise 
seemed to him to be fundamentally im- 
moral Wha‘ 
formists say if a Bill were broug)t in by 
. private Member for the State regulation 
They would feel something lik» 


relations. would Noncon- 


of vice ? 


indignation if a Bill that seemed to them 


to outrage their moral conceptions was 


|as‘ical authority ; and 
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their nstural aspect was to miss what lay 


But he/ at the root of all moral questions, and re- 


duced the whole conception of purity to 
They rejected any relation of 
as immoral that fell short of 
It was only possible to justify 


nonsense, 
the sexes 
the doctrine that marriaze was the only 
legitimate relation between the sexes on 
lationship was 


esscitialiv s»iritual. 


could 
In the first 
of Christian history 
doubt that these 
mirriages were deemed unlawful. How 
unliwiul was shown in the episode 
of the divoree of Henrv VIII. He con- 
sulted te Universities of all Christendom, 
and they all held that such murriag-s 
were not lawful, and that the Pope coull 
That 


showed how deeply the general feeling of 


The history of the 
be stated in a 


matter 
few words. 
fourteen Cc mnturie s 


there would be no 


not dispens> with that obligation. 


learned Chriscians was against the dis- 
pensation of th» law in respect of such 
There was no svstemitic dis- 


re gn of Pope 


Alexander VI., who certainly was nota 


marriages, 


pensation given uittl the 


Pope from whom Protestants would se+k 
to receive their mora! guidance. But it 
was the very essence of the Protestant 
position to deny that it lay with the 
authority to the 
Morality Wis 


altogether above the rezion of eceiesi- 


ecclesiasiic il alter 


priiciples of morality. 


o suggest that 


-+ 


ecclesiastical authority co.ld alter in any 


degree the fixed boundary line between 


right and wrong was, in their view, to 


|introduce the worst of the usurpations 


passed through a sparsely attended House 


without due consideration. The 


op- | 


ponents of this Bill believed that it went | 


to the root of the 
they dhered. 


} + 


and gallant driend 


relations of the sexes were essentially a 


moral system to wnich | 
Thev believed, as his hon. | 
had said, that the | 
| had contracted these marriages 


against which our ances‘ors rebelled. 
Then the authority of the Scottish 


Presbyterian Church was against the 


Bill; and tue whole of the Oriental 
Churches were emphatically against it 
also. What was the authority on the 
other side? Was there anv other 


authority than that of the people who 
2 Was 
it really to be said that the id osvnerasy 
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of a few individuals should be made the 
rule of law, and the means of breaking 
asunder the Church and State ? 

This proposed change, which was sup- 
ported by no weight of authority, was 
fundamentally antagonistic to the Esta- 
blished Church of the country. While 
he honoured the devotion which Non- 
conformists showed to 
standard, he was surprised that they 
very often seemed to think that other 


their moral 


churches had no moral standard to which 
He did not 


see why, in resisting such a law, they 


they were equally devoted. 


should be regarded as fanatical, whilst 
Nonconformists should be looked upon 
as suffering for conscience’ sake. He 
thought it was unreasonable, and Non- 
conformists ought to recognise that those 
who were opposing this Bill were just 
as devoted to their opinions as they 
were. It was no exaggeration to say 
that the preponderating opinion of the 
Church of England was that this pro- 
posal would introduce a serious social 
disunion, from which even an enlightened 
Was it 


reasonable to violate the existing system, 


Pagan would certainly shrink. 
to introduce the sword of division into 


every parish where strong Church 
opinions were held, in order to relieve a 
difficulty which contfessedly was felt by 
only a very few people, while at the 
same time, as had been very well pointed 
out, it would impose a difficulty on a 
great- many other people who were 
perfectly satisfied with the existing state 
of things, and had, in fact, adjusted 


their family arrangements accordingly ? 


He respected Nonconformist feeling on 
the question very deeply. He appealed 
to Nonconformists to see who were their 
friends and who were their foes. They 
well knew tie danger of a great attack 


Lord Hugh Cecil, 
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upon the principles of Christian morality. 
They were alarmed at such attacks. He 
believed that such an attack was going 
to be the great event of ensuing years. 
Christianity had long been undermined as 
a theological system, but still, through 
the habit and custom of society and the 
weight of public opinion, the moral au- 
thority of Christianity had not been 
impaired. They could read in many 
magazines well written, ingenious, and, 
from the point of view of the supporters 
of this Bill, unanswerable 


against the whole system of the marriage 


arguments 
law. There were those who desired to 
reform the marriage laws. ‘They had 
invented a new word to describe their 
theory. They called it the science of 
“ eugenics.” The whole aim was to bring 
healthy children into the world, and all 
the spiritual aspects of the case were to 
be put on oneside. Did Nonconforiists 
really suppose that, if they yielded to 
this movement, they would be able to 
restrain it within the narrow limits of 
this Bill? Did they suppose that they 
would be able to uphold that moral 
system for which thev had contended so 
zealously ? Materialism was threatening 
the whole fabric of Christian belief, and 
it was for Christians to stand together 
He believed it would 
be unwise for Parliament to pass this 
Bill. It would be 
would loosen the fabric of society; it 


against its attacks. 


unwise because it 
would be unwise because it would suggest 
to everybody that the marriage law, like 
Other laws, after a certain amount of 
agitation, might be altered; it would be 
sugyest the 


unwise because it would 


possibility of setting up an_ entirely 
illogical system of marriage law; and 
most of all, it would be unwise because it 
would be the first departure irom that 


system of Christian ethics which up to 
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our own time, according to the law of | 
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the Church and the State, had regulated 


the ineffable and mysterious relations of | 


the sexes, 
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Benn, John Williams 
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Bowles,T.Gibson (King’s Lynn) | 
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Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
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Burns, John 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
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Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Blundell, Colonel Henr 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


64. 


AYES, 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

(sore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, RtHn H.(Somers’t, E 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W) 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lundon, W. 

MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M’Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M:Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mooney, John J. 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O Donnell. T. (Kerry, W.) 
Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 


Richard B. 


NOES. 


Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Question put. 


The House divided :-—Aves, 119; Noes, 
(Division List No. 126.) 


Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

tea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
topner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limenouse) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.(Renfrew 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slcan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, Rt.HnC.R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills,Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson, Fred W(Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES — 
and Sir 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Colonel lenny 
Brampton Gurdon. 


Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
| Duffy, William J. 

| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
| Ffrench, Peter 

| Fitzgerald. Sir Robert Penrose 
| Forster, Henry Wilfam 


ie 
! Gardner, Ernest 








917 Marriage with a Deceased 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Gilhooly, Jamies 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Greene,Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Malcolm, Ian 


Perey, Earl 


Purvis, Robert 
Reddy, M. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Rul read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, &c.”— 


(Colone’ Denny). 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
he felt great interest in the work of the 
Standing Committees because he was 
perfectly sure that the business of Parlia- 
ment could not be fulfilled unless they 
adopted more or less the principle of 
devolution. Mr. Gladstone often spoke 
in that sense, and it was greatly owing 
to him that the Standing Committees 
3ut the Bills sent to 


a Standing Committee must be of such 


were inaugurated. 


a Character as would permit of the Com- 
mittee’s dealing adequately with them. 
He was perfectly sure that if the House 
referred this Bill to a Standing Com- 
mittee such a reference must end in 
disappointment and failure. No one 
would think of referring the question of 
Home Rule to a Standing Committee, 
but in the present case it was proposed 
to refer a Bill dealing with a question of 
great social importance to such a Com- 
mittee. Many hon. Members believed 
that this Bill dealt with an important 
aspect of the social life of the people, 
and that it involved considerations for 


the discussion of which the procedure of 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Myers, William Henry 
O Brien, James 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt.Hn.J.G.(Ox fd Unis 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Vineent,Col.SirC. £. H (Sheffield 
Warde, Colonel C. FE. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunt’n) 
Wilson-Todd.SirW. H.( Yorks. 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 


F. X. (Cork) 





| 

| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr 
Griffth-Boscawen and sir 
Ernest Flower. 


a Standing Committee was not suitable 


The Bill had already been before a 


Standing Committee, and after the time 


Committee had been 


disappointment and failure resulted. He 


of the wasted, 
ventured to say that this experience 
would be repeated if the Bill were sent 
to the Committee. This was one of the 


Bills which should be dealt with by 


Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelifie), speaking as a supporter of 
the Bill, and as one who had had some 
experience of Standing Committees, said 
he was bound to tell the House that he 
did not think this was a suitable Bill to 
send to a Standing Committee. It must 
be evident from the discussion that the 
Bill was one which touched the deepest 


and strongest emotions of our nature. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxiord University) also 
urged that the subjects dealt with by 
the Bill were of such grave importance 
that they could only be properly dis- 
cussed on the floor of the House. He 
was a member of the Standing Com- 
mittee to which the Bill was referred two 
years ago, and while the Bill was before 
the Committee serious inconsistencies 
were disclosed in the measure. involving 
not mere matters of sentiment, but 
matters on which the deepest possible 


feelings were aroused—matt-rs of acute 
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controversy which made it impossible to 
suppose that the measure could be treated 
as one of detail only. A number of the 
constituents whom he represented in this 
House might, he supposed, be rightly 
said to entertain more deeply-rooted 
ojections to this Bill than the consti- 
tuts of almost any other Member. In 
d scussing the question whether the Bill 
«ould orshou'd not be sent to a Standing 
Committee, they should consider the 
kind of work for which the Standing 
Committees 
It would be remembered that Mr. Glad- 
Bills 


not involve acute Party divisions 


were originally sugvested. 


stone declared that onlv which 


1; 


aia 
lL besubmitted to these Committees 
This was not a Bill divided 
Members of the House on Party lines, 
No one who had listened to the debate 


that afternoon could fail to realise that 


sh ul 


which 


it was a Bill which went down to the 
very roots of their convictions, and the 
convictions of a vast number of people 
He knew it would 


be said in answer that it was only by 


outside the House. 


ending the Billto a Standing Committee 
that it could be passed into law. He 
coull almost assume the r//e of prophet 
on this occasion and say that, looking at 
Ord r beok, it was 
p-actically imposs:ble that the Bill could 


the state of te 


idvance to the stage which wou!d enable 
This 


Was not a matter to be cecided by a 


its being passed in this House. 
Pai ty vote, 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) hoped 
the House would i.ot send this Bill to 
the Grand Committee. He remembered 
trat last session the Government decided 
to send the Aliens Bill to a Grand Com- 
mittee. He prophesied beforehand tat 
‘uch a course would be disastrous, and 


his prophesy was not altogether unjusti- 
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fied by the actual event. The truth was 
that the Grand Committees were not 
formed for, and, with their present pro- 
cedure, were not capable of, dealing with 
measures which aroused great feeling 
and which involved large principles. 
They were intended to deal with measures 
about which there were no great contro- 
versial feelings, but which involved the 
consideration of a great quantity of com- 
plicated and, very often, petty detail, 
with which it was not proper or necessary 
to occupy the attention of the whol? 
House. The Aliens Bill involved prin- 
ciples, excited passions, and was very 
complicated, In addition to that nearly 
all hon. Gentlemen on the Opposition side 
of the House thought it was a most un- 
justifiable thing for the Government who 
possessed all the time of the House to 
send such & measure to a Grand Com- 
mittee. The result was not only diss 
astrous to the measure, but disastrous 
to the procedure and status of the Grand 
Committees. The measure now before 
the House was one which excited even 
warmer feelings than the Aliens Bill. Of 
course, it would be easy to amend the prac: 
tice and procedure of the Grand Commit- 
tees; it would be easy to invent a drastic 
closure to be applied at every stage, and 
it would be possible to pass Bills through 
Grand Committees even more easily than 
through the House of Commons. Whether 
the House of Commons would consider 
that a proper practice or not he could 
not tell. The Grand Committees had 
absolutely no power to deal with obstruc- 
tion. A minority of determined men 
could bring the proceedings of a Grand 
They had 


done so frequently in the past, and they 


Committee to a standstill. 


would do so in the future, whenever Bills 


of a highly complicated character were 
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sent to a Grand Committtee. He was 
not sure that it would be a good thing to 
give the power of the closure to the 
Chairmen of Grand Committees; but it 
was perfectly certain that the only result 
of sending this Bill toa Grand Committee 
would lead to friction, and, moreover, 
the proceedings of the Grand Committee 
might be interrupted by a dissolution. 
He had always opposed controversial 
measures of this kind being sent to Grand 
Committees as constituted at present, 
and if it were undesirable in any year not 
to send such a Bill as this to a Grand 
Committee, it was still more undesirable 
this year when it was sure to lead to 
heated controversy when passing throuch 
that Committee. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON said that 
when he had the honour of introducing 
this Bill four ago, he 
referred it to a Committee of the Whole 
House. But 


or five years 


since the new rules of 
procedure had been passed, every private 
Member’s Bill had practically to go toa 
Grand Committee if there was to be 
There- 
fore, while he agreed to a grext extent 
with his hon. friend the 
Rushceliffe, he felt that the 


had been cut entirely from under their 


anv hope of proceeding with it. 


Member for 


ground 


feet by these new rules of procedure. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said that the hon. Member opposite who 
advocated the sending of this Bill to a 
Grand Committee had entirely avoided 
The new 


rules of procedure did not preclude the 


the merits of the question. 


consideration of the merits of a Bill in 
Grand Committee. He had always voted 
for this Bill, and, in the interests of the 
Bill itself he thought it would be most 


Mr. Churchill. 
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unfortunate to send it to a Grand Com- 
Did the hon. Gentleman believe 
that if this Bill were referred to the Grand 
Committee it would be passed this year ? 


mittee. 


He was sure the hon. Member did not. 
There were serious constitutional objec- 
tions to referring such a Bill as this to a 
Grand Committee, and he would point out 
to the House the great disadvantage 0’ re- 
ferring such a contentious and important 
Billas this toa Grand Committee. 
over, that procedure involved tie loss of 
the Bill being considered by the Com- 
In his 


only the 


More- 


mittee of the whole House. 
earlier Parliamentary days 

principles of a Bill were discussed on the 
Second Reading, while in Committee the 
discussions were on details to make the 


There 


always Members who were capable of 


measure a workable one. were 
pointing out defects in a Bill which had 
escaped the draftsman and even the 
Leaders of the House, and which would 
make the measure unworkable in practice, 
‘The only argument for referring this Bill 
to the Grand Committee was that it might 
pass this session, but no one believed that 
it would. Hon. Members knew perfectly 
well what was taking place in Grand 
Committee on the Trades Disputes Bill, 
and must admit that by referring this 
Bill to a Grand Committee the chances of 
its passing this year would not be in- 
proved, In Committee of the whole House 
a strenuous opponent of a measure got 
drowned in the common-sense of the 
House, but in a Grand Committee, with 
strong partisans present. all the passions 
for and against a Bill were accentuated, 
and the opponents and advocates of the 
Bill fought like cats and dogs. 


favourable to the Bill; but nevertheless 


He was 


he, for one, would vote against its re- 


ference to a Grand Committee. 











Tr cor 
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Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said that the real 
objection to sending a Bill to the Grand 
Committee was where questions of prin- 
ciple arose on details ; but in this case the 
whole question of principle arose on the 
Bill iiself. 
on the Grand Committee on this Bill and 


He sat on a previous occasion 


heard hon. Members endeavouring to raise 
questions of principle apart from the 
details of the Bill itself. He regretted 
that his understanding was not capable 
of appreciating the reasons of the oppo- 
sition to the Bill by the noble Lord the 
The details of 
this Bill were purely of a legal kind, 


Member for Greenwich. 


turning upon points with reference to 
property and settlements; and, there- 
fore, he believed that it should be sent 
to a Grand Committee for quiet and 


reasonable discussion. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said he had always supported this Bill 
on previous occasions, and he regretted 
that, owing to the late sitting, he had 
not been able to attend earlier and sup- 
port it again. The state of business in 
the Grand Committee on Law was such 
that there was not the slightest chance 
of this Bill passing this session were it 
sent to that Grand Committee. Besides, 
if it were sent to the Grand Committee 
it might stand in the way of other Bills 
being passed. Everyone knew that when 
a Bill of this sort went to a Grand Com- 
mittee it was impossible to get it through 
when there was no power of the closure. 


Mr, LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
said that the hon. Member tor King’s 
Lynn had 


mittees 


argud that Grand Com- 
but 
these Committees existed, and that was 


were unconstitutional ; 


enough for him. They knew perfectly 
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Committee of the Whole House. He 
admitte that there were difficulties in 
the way of sending the Bill to a Grand 
Committee, but he thought that the 
chances were better for the Bill passing 
if sent toa Grand Committee, than if it 
were remitted to a Committee of the 
whole House, considering that there was 
such a large majority in favour of the 
Bill. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said that he wishel to associate 
himself with what had been said by the 
Member for Rusheliffe. He had 
long felt how extremely difficult was 


hon. 


the clissification of Bills, according as 
they were fitted or not fitted to be sent 
Here 


instance to prove how very necessary it 


to a Grand Committee, was an 
was that the House should not adopt 
a rule-of-thumb method of classifying 
Bills. The Bill was supported in the House 
by @ majority of nearly two to one, yet 
in Grand Committee last year it occupied 
a period of nine days spread over six 
He had 


been struck by the extreme gravity of the 


weeks of Parliamentary time. 


questions raised by the Amendments 
moved in that Committee. 
the 
character affecting the rights of property 
He 


entreated the House, before sending this 


They were 


questions of most far-reaching 


and raising questions of morality. 


Bill to a Grand Committee, to reflect on 
the awful waste of time which resulted 
from compelling them to meet from day 
to day to discuss a Kill which could give 
no kind of result. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he had 
always voted strongly in favour of the 
Bill; but everybody must 
that it was a Bill which had powerful 


recognise 


we'l that this Billcould not c:me bef.rea. opponents as well as strong supporters ; 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. and 
gallant Member appears to me to be 


and, therefore, it became necessary to 
have the discussion of the details in 


Committee of the whole House. He! speaking somewhat against time. The 


hoped that his hon. friends would not | Question is that this Bill be committed 


press its reference to the Grand Com- | to the Grand Committee on Law. 











mittee upstairs. | 
| <A Division being called, : 
Magor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said he | ae orine | 
- | Mason JAMESON, amid loud cries of : 
thought a Grand Committee was the | , ' ; 

; ; ; : : : ate Order, ord:r,’ address:d the Chair : 
very worst Committee for such a Bull. | ane 
ies iii “| seated and with his hat on, and was , 
He thought that if the House were to ; ( 

iia ‘ ‘ic understood to chillenge Mr. Speaker's 
consider the question for a moment 

. raling. C 
they would realise that it would be a | BS 
strange anomaly to send a Bill to| 4 ‘ _ 1] : , 
‘ ; ¥*\Mr, SPEAKER: I have told the hon. 
authorise breaking the law to the Grand | 
o . ; : | and gallant Member that in my opinior 
Committee on Law. He wished to move | : : "ithe 
aig : d “| the Motion he propose l to make was an 
ae ] i a a) " . | 
to omit the words ** Grand Committee : 
omit t ‘ ° | abuse of the rules of the House, and I am 
n order to insert the words “Select |. |: : 
. a i eli | eutitled to form my own judgment. 
Committee.” | 
| 
| Question put. \ 
Mr. JosepH DeEvLIN roze In _his| \ 
| 
place, and claimed to move, “That the} The House  divided:—Aves, 149; 
| ; p 
Question be now put.” | Noes, 84. (Division L.st No. 127.) r 
| 
ia] 
By 
AYES. RB 
Pp, 
Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) ) Craig, Charles Gurtis( Aatrim,S. | Harrasworth, R. Leicester ’ 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe} Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark | Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) = 
Allen, Charles P. Cremer, William Randal Hayden, John Patrick 
Ambrose, Robert Crombie, John William Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Arrol, Sir William Crooks, William Helder, Augustus 3; 
Asher, Alexander Cullinan, J. Henrphiil, Rt. Hon. Charles H. re 
Atherley-Jones, L. Dalziel, James Henry Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) ( 
Barlow, John Emmott Davies, M.Vaughan-(Cardigan) | Hobhouse, CAE. H. (Bristol, E.) cy 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Delany, William Lobhouse, Rt HnH.(Somers’t,& 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Holland. Sir William Henry 1 
Benn, John Williams Donelan, Captain A. Hornby, Sir Wm. Henry C] 
Bignold, Sir Arthur Doogan, P. G. Horniman, Frederick Joh Cc 
Black, Alexander William Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) fozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil ( 
Boland, John Ellice, Capt EC.(S.And’ws B’ghs | Jacoby, James Altred CY 
Burke, L. Haviland- |; Emmott, Alfred Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea : 
3urns, John Evans,Sir FrancisH(Maidstore | Jones, Leif (Appleby) Mr 
surt, Thomas Eve, Harry Trelawney | Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. D 
Buxton, Sydney Charles Fenwick, Charles | Knowles, Sir Lees Di 
Gameron, Robert | Ferguson, B.C. Munro (Leith) | Labouchere, Henry D 
Causton, Richard Knight Flynn, James Christopher Lambert, George Di 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Go.) | Lamont, Norman 1) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Furness, Sir Christopher | Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Cheetham, John Frederick Gove, Hon. Sir F. Ormsby- | Lawson, Sir‘Wilfrid (Cornwal!) D 
Coddington, Sir William Grant, Corrie Leese, Sir JosephF.( Acerinzton 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Griffith, Ellis J. | Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B_ | Lewis, John Herbert 
Corbett, A. Cameror (Glasgow) | Hareourt, Lewis ' Lough, Thomas 
Mr. Cohen. 
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MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. 'Lhomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
\Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
\[‘Crae, George 

\I‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
\[-Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W F 
\ildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mooney, John J. 

\foore, William 

\foulton, John Fletcher 
urphy, John 

Vannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Gecil William 
(’ Brien, Kendall (Tipperary, M. 
y Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
0’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0’ Dowd, John 

Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


\cland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
\insworth, John Stirling 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
lundell, Golonel Henry 
oseawen, Arthur Griffith 
owles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, RtHn.J.A. (¢ rlasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. ) 
Cautley, Henry Strother 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Claney. John Joseph 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Crean, Eugene 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson. Gharles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Duffy, William J. 


{7 ApriL 1905} 


O'Malley, William 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parott, William 

Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Rickett. J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Sadler, Gol. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Sandvs, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw-Stewart.SirH.(Renfrew. ) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Spencer, RtHn.C.R. (Northants 


NOES. 


Fergusson, Rt, Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r) 
Ffrench, Peter 

FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Gilhooly, James 

Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Greene, Sir E. W. (Bry.S. Edm 
Greene, W. Raymond (Gambs. 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh ; 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lundon, W. 

MaecVeagh, Jeremiah 

MW Kean, John 

Maleolm, Tan 

Milvain, Thomas 

Myers, William Henry 

O’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
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Sullivan, Donal 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cy (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whittaker. Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur W. (N. Dorset) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Colonel Denny and Sir 
Brampton Gurdon. 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Purvis, Robert 

Reddy, M. 

Xemnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stanley,Rt.Hon.Lord (Hanes.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G (Oxf’dUniv) 
Vincent,Col SirC. E. H. (Sheffield 
Welby, Lt.-Gol. A.C. E.(Taunton) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson-Todd,SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Charles Renshaw and Mr. 


\i‘ Kenna. 


Bill committed to the Standing Comm'ttee on Liw, ete. 
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DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. 


[Seconp ReapInG.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made,’and Question proposed, 
‘““That the Bill now be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
objected to the Bill passing its Second 
Reading without a word of explanation. 
Half the Bills that passed through their 
First Reading were presented at the 
Table without a word from their 
introducers, and he certainly thought 
when it came to the Second Reading 
some explanation should be given by the 
Member in charge of the Bill as to the 
reasons why it should be allowed to 
pass. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 
that, if the House would give the Bill its 
Second Reading, he proposed to ask that 
it might be referred to the Standing 
Committee on Trade, where it would, 
of course, be examined in detail. The 
object of the Bill was to protect a sober 
husband against a drunken wife and a 
sober wife against a drunken husband. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said if the husband 
was a confirmed drunkard this Bill 
prevented him from selling his wife’s 
sewing machine, and if the wife was a 
confirmed drunkard it prevented her 
from selling her husand’s tools. 


Quistion put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee on 


Trade, ete. 
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COAL MINES EMPLOYMENT BILL. 


Considered in Committee ;,Committee 
report progress ; to sit again upon Monday 
next, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh. 
shire, W.) asked whether the Secretary of 
State for India could give the House any 
further information than that which had 
appeared in the Press as to the serious 
disaster in India; whether he could say 
what was the ascertained loss of life up 
to the present, and what steps the 
Government were taking to assist those 
in the afflicted area. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) said he had no information with 


FOR 


reference to the earthquake in India be- 
yond that contained in the Viceroy’s 
telegram which was published in that 
morning’s newspapers. He had telegraphed 
to the Viceroy for further information. 
He feared there was no doubt that the 
Dharmsala_ especially, 

The fact that the 
Indian authorities had not been able to 


catastrophe, at 
was very serious. 


communicate freely with us showed, he 
feared, that the interruption of communi- 
cations in India had been such as to 
prevent their obtaining authentic details. 
He woul] communicate to the Press any 
further information that might be ob- 
tained. All possible efforts with regard 
to relief would be used by the Indian 
(rovernment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Adjourned at twenty-two minutes 


before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [x.u.]. A Bill 
to dissolve the marriage of Jane Sarah 
Victoria Lautour, of Ansty House, 
Krdington, in the county cf Warwick, 
with Ernest Lautour, her husband, and 
to enable her to marry again, and for 
other purposes. Presented (on Petition), 
and a copy of the proceedings in and of 
the Decree of Divorce of the King’s 
Bench, Matrimonial Division, of the High 
Court of Justice in Ireland. Delivered 
(on oath). Bull read 1*. 


Lautour’s Divorce hill [u.u.].  Peti- 
tion of Jane Sarah Victoria Lautour, 
praying that substituted service of a 
copy of the Bill, and of the Order for 
the Second Reading thereof, and of all 
other Orders connected therewith, be 
made upon Mr. Frank W. Faulkner, of 
7, Chandos Street, Cavendish Square, 
London, solicitor; read. Ordered, That 
the said Petition be considered to- 
morrow. 


ent of a Speech indicates reviswn ty cic Member 


em 


> The Lorp CHAncELtor acquainted the 
: House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
= had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 
lowing Bills have been complied with: 
* Accrington Corporation; Accrington 
« District Gas and Water Board; South 
> Suburban Gas; Wrexham Gas. The 
* same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


X 
= 
s 
~ 
_ 
S 
= 
~ 


: Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [1.1.]. 
Reported, with Amendments. 


Sheffield University Bill [.1.]. Com- 
mittee to meet To-morrow. 
Lautour’s Divorce Bill [a.u.]. A wit- 


ness to attend on the hearing of the 
Petition for substituted service. 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[u.1.]; Commercial Union Assurance 
Bill [a.L.]; Clacton Improvement Bill 
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{u.L.]; Truro Water Bill [u.L.]. Read 
3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Re ports, &e. 


Administrative County of London and 
District Electric Power Company Bill 
{x.L.]. The Earl of CamprerDown, Chair- 
man of the Select Committee, informed 
the House, That the Lord Romilly was 
unable, on account of illness, to continue 
his attendance on Thursday and Friday 
last and this day, and that the Com- 
mittee continued sitting on those days 
in the absence of the Lord Romilly, all 
parties having consented thereto; read, 
and agreed to. 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill 
[u.L.]; Bangor (County Down) Water 
and Improvement Bill [H.u.]; Matlock 
Bath Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Bridge- 
water Canals Bill [H.u.]; University 
College, Loudon (Transfer), Bill [H.1.]; 
Metropolitan and Great Central Railway 
Companies Bill [u.L.]; Southport, Birk- 
dale, and West Lancashire Water Board 
Bill [u.L.]; Formby Township Bill [#.1.] ; 
Humber Conservancy Bill [#.1.]. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Yarborough be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 
Committee in the place of the Lord 
Castlemaine ; read, and agreed to. 


Administrative County of London and 
District Electric Power Company Bill 
[H.L.]; East London and Lower Thames 
Electric Power Bill [#.1.]; Charing Cross 
and Strand Electricity Supply Corpora- 
tion Bill [u.L.]. Leave given to the 
Select Committee to adjourn over To- 
morrow. 


City of London Electric Lighting Com- 
pany Bill [4.0.]; Metropolitan Electric 
Supply Company (Acton District) Bill 
[u.L.]; Metropolitan Electric Supply 
Company (Various Powers) Bill [H.L.]; 
North Metropolitan Electric Power 
Supply Bill [n.1.]; Central Electric 
Supply Bill [H.u.]; County of London 
Electric Supply Company Bill [n.t.]. 
Leave given to the Select Committee to 
adjourn over To-morrow, 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed. 

2 L 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3338. Italy (Finances). 


INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL COMMITTEE. 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
on Industrial Alcohol. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 


Accounts of the Metropolitan 
companies for the year 1904. 


gas 


POLLING DISTRICTS (CITY OF MAN- 
CHESTER). 

Order made by the council of the city 
of Manchester dividing the Parliamentary 
borough of Manchester into polling 
districts. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury minute, dated 4th April, 1605, 
granting a retired allowance to William 
H. Wood, Engineer-in-Chief’s Depart- 
ment, General Post Office, under Section 
2 of the Superannuation Act, 1887. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE MARKS 
(REGISTRATION OF PATENT AGENTS) 
BILL [1.1.]. 

Read 2° (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


THE EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA. 

Lorp REAY: I wish to ask the noble 
Marquess the Under-Secretary of State 
for India a Question of which I have 
given him private notice, namely, whether 
he has any further information to give 
the House with regard to the terrible 
calamity which has befallen India. 


‘THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR INDIA (The Marquess of Barn): 
My Lords, the names of those who, up to 
this morning, are reported by the Govern- 
ment of India to have been killed or 
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injured have been communicated to the 
Press; but it is feared that the list is 
still incomplete. The Secretary of State 
has received the following particulars 
from the Government of India in a tele- 
gram dated 9th inst..— 


“From Viceroy, April 9th, 1905.—In Lahore, 
twenty-five natives killed and considerable 
damage done to private and public property; 
in Amritsar, Golden Temple damaged and some 
lives lost; at Tarn Taran, nine killed and seyen 
severely injured. At Dalhousie, damage to 
property, butnodeaths. Palampur, in Kangra 
district, reported totally destroyed, and many 
hundred lives lost. Very serious damage also 
reported in Kangra and Jowala, Mukhi and 
other villages in Kangra Valley. Every build- 
ing, without exception, in Kangra and Bhawan 
in ruins, including Sessions House and Mission 
buildings. The Kangra treasury has collapsed 
and treasure boxes lying under débris. Of 
police, only Deputy-Inspector of Police, one 
sergeant, and one constable uninjurcd, ard 
three other constables alive, but injured. Of 
Tahsil Establishment only office kanungo and 
two chaprassies, of whom one is uninjured, are 
alive. ‘Total number estimated to be alive is 
500. Many people still alive are imprisoned in 
ruined houses. Similar state of affairs in most 
other villages in the neighbourhocd. At 
Dharmsala, all houses and buildings through- 
out the entire station, including cantonn.ent 
and bazaars, have been totally destroyed, with 
enormous loss of life.” 


in India, 


The mortality among natives is not 
yet known, but the following casualties 
among native troops have been re- 
ported—- 


* Killed, 140 (including women, children, and 
followers); injured, 186; missing, 71. Relief 
party, with doctors, medicine, food, and tents, 
sent from Lahore on April 5th. A double com- 
pany of 34th Pioneers also left Mian Mir on 
April 7th to render assistance at Dharmsala, 
Palampur, Kangra and other places in Kangra 
Valley. Two more companies are being sent 
and two or three Pioneer companies are being 
sent from Umballa. Military authorities have 
been asked to hold other forces in readiness 
to send if necessary. An Assistant District 
Superintendent of Police with 200 constables 
are being sent to protect property and to take 
place of constables killed. No further informs- 
tion at present.” 


This morning the Viceroy telegraphsas 
follows— 


“ Latest information from Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor of the Punjab does not add to details 
already wired. It is clear that towns of 
Dharmsala, Kangra, and Palampur are virtually 
destroyed, that loss of life has been very great, 
and that full measure of catastrophe, owing to 
difficulty of communication, cannot be ascer- 
tained for some time. | have only desisted 
from proceeding at once to scene of disaster at 
urgent request of Lieutenant-Governor, who 


will go there himself.” 
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The Ballasting 
In reply to an inquiry from the Secre- | boards, which the Light Load-line Com- 


tary of State as to the desirability of 
opening a relief fund, the Viceroy adds— 


“YT am starting Indian subscription list for 
sufferers whose losses it will be impossible to 
meet from other sources, and in a day or two, 
when fuller information has reached me, I hope 
to be able to tell you whether we should also 
appeal to wider circle. I think that this may 
be necessary. 


“Commissioner further reports that at 
Dharmsala, owing to splendid work of Ghurkhas 
and others, nearly all bodies have already been 
exhumed. Special party been despatched to 
visit all tea estates round Palampur, and similar 
parties in other directions. Police report from 
Kulu shows some loss of life there, but no 
European casualties reported. In Kangra 
nearly all Government native clerks have 
perished.” 


[am certain therecan beonly one feeling 
in your Lordships’ House with regard to 
the terrible calamity which has overtaken 
India. 





THE BALLASTING OF MERCHANT SHIPS. 


LorD MUSKERRY rose to call atten- 
tion to the loss of the “ Eulomene,” pro- 
ceeding across the North Sea in ballast, 
and to the accident to the “County of 
Anglesea,” which, on a passage from 
Rouen to Liverpool in ballast, was towed 
int» Portland Roads on her beam ends; 
to ask whether it is intended to hold 
formal investigations in the cases of the 
two vessels named; and, further, to ask 
whether the Board of Trade are now in- 
tending to take the necessary steps towards 
enforcing the recommendations of the 
Light Load-line Committee. He said :— 
My Lords, we have to deplore the loss of 
another British ship sailing in ballast, 
together with the whole of her crew; and 
we cannot but feel sincere pity for the 
misery and sorrow which have been 
caused to the bereaved relatives and 
friends, Your Lordships know that I 
have taken some interest in this subject 
of the proper ballasting of merchant 
ships. 

Ido not wish to prejudice the case of 
the ‘‘ Eulomene” in the slightest, or to say 
one single word which would reflect on her 
owners. It is due as much to them as to 
the public that a thorough investigation 
should be held. What it is requisite we 
should know of fully is, what amount 
of ballast she carried, and whether, if 


loose ballast, it was protected by shifting | 
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‘mittee of your Lordships’ House recom- 


mended should be enforced by the Board of 
Trade. Also, it would seem that this ves- 
sel’s manning would need enquiry, more 
particularly as, besides the captain, she 
appeared to have one certificated officer 
only; whilst, so far as can be judged 
from their names, the fourteen men in 
the forecastle were all foreigners. I 
gather that no question is raised as to 
the accuracy of these latter points. 


The case of the other vessel, the 
“County of Anglesea,” was fortunately 
not s> serious as that of the ‘‘ Evlomene,” 
but it is serious enough, in view of the 
recommendations of the Light Load-line 
Committee, to require a thorough investi- 
gation. This vessel was proceeding in 
ballast from the Continent to Liverpool. 
She was sighted four miles South West 
of Portland Bill on February 26th last, 
on her beam ends, a position which, as 
your Lordships know, is one of imminent 
peril. The vessel was flying signals of 
distress, and three of her crew were in the 
rigging. According to the reports, a 
steamer went to her assistance, but 
apparently could do nothing on account 
of the heavy seas, and finally she left her 
and returned to harbour, H.M.S. 
“Seylla” then proceeded to the vessel 
and found her with her ensign reversed, 
which is, of course, a signal of distress. 
The “Scylla” thereupon despatched a 
life-boat to her. Ultimately, two tugs 
proceeded to the rescue and succeded in 
getting her in tow, when she was towcd 
into Portland. The report which came 
from there was that the ballast shifted 
and she was thrown on her beam ends by 
heavy seas six miles South West of Port- 
land Bill. I hope for your Lordships’ 
careful notice of this disaster, which 
might easily have resulted in the loss of 
both ship and crew, in view of the fact 
that the Select Committee of your Lord- 
ships’ House on the Light Load-line 
recommended that regulations as to 
securing loose ballast should be drawn 
up and enforced, and at the same time 
they deprecated strongly the practice of 
throwing ballast overboard before a 
vessel arrived at her destination. 


In July of last year, I had the hoaour 
to bring forward a Motion that, in the 
opinion of this House, His Majesty’s 
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Government should at once take the 
necessary steps in enforcing the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. The 
noble Earl who was Chairman of the 


Committee, Lord Spencer, in speaking on | 
Resolution, concluded by saying | 


my 
that, with a hope that the Board of 
Trade would act more vigorously in sup- 
port of the recommendations of the 
Committee, he did not think the Resolu- 
tion should be pressed to a division, 
Further, the noble Marquess the Leader 
of this House, Lord Lansdowne, concluded 
his remarks by stating that by my having 
called attention to the subject and elicit- 
ing from the Board of Trade a distinct 
statement that the matter was one of 
which they were not losing sight, he 
hoped I would be content with the dis- 
cussion and not press the Motion to a 
division. In deference to the views of 
the two noble Lords I withdrew my 
Motion. When, however, I see recurring 
disasters to vessels in ballast, due to its 
shifting and otherwise, I trust you will 
think it is perfectly justifiable on my 
part to bring the cases before your Lord- 
ships’ House. As it appears that the 
ballast shifted on board the “‘ County of 
Anglesea,” what is necessary is a strict 
investigation as to the cause of this shift- 
ing and as to whether any precautions 
have been adopted against it in the 
manner recommended by the Light Load- 
line; Committee. There are already regu- 
lations laid down to prevent the shifting of 
cargoes of grain. It is not necessary for 
me to dwell upon the serious dangers of 
either cargo or ballast shifting. If we 
require grain cargoes to be properly 
secured from shifting it is only logical to 
say that similar requirements should be 
enforced in the case of vessels sailing with 
loose ballast. I hope to hear that the 
Board of Trade will now give their 
earnest attention to the disasters I have 
named, and to the necessity of acting 
upon the recommendations of the Light 
Load-line Committee, which are, it seems 
to me, imperative, 


Lorp WOLVERTON: My Lords, be- 
fore answering my noble friend’s Questions, 
which are three in number, I have to ex- 
press regret at the absence of my noble 
friend Lord Salisbury, who is unavoidably 
prevented from being in his place to-day 
to reply to the Questions on the Paper. 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 





of Merchant Ships. 


| With regard to the first two Questions, I 
| have great pleasure in informing my noble 
friend that the President of the Board of 
Trade has ordered an inquiry into both 
cases, which are, therefore, sub judice. In 
view of that fact I am sure your Lordships 
will not expect me to enter into them. 
They will be thrashed out by a competent 
tribunal, and the Report of that tribunal, 
when it is received will be published and 
will be accessible to my noble friend. 
In the latter part of his notice my noble 
friend again refers to the recommendations 
of the Light Load-line Committee. The 
concluding clause of the Committee’s 
Report was as follows— 
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“The Committee, therefore, confidently rely 
upon the Board of Trade to use the powers 
already conferred upon them by Parliament to 
prevent the improper or insufficient ballasting 
of ships. It will be the duty of the Board to 
apply at once to Parliament if at any future 
date they consider any extension of their power 
necessary in the public interest.” 

That recommendation was immediately 
taken up by the Board of Trade, who 
issued a warning setting out the recom- 
mendation, and proceeding,— 

‘“In view of these recommendations the 
Board of Trade desire to call the particular 
attention of principal and detaining officers and 
surveyors to the instuctions already issued 


respecting the improper baliasting of ships, and 
(in the absence of any statutory authority to 


draw up and enforce precise regulations on the — 
subject of ballasting) the Department wish to © 
strongly emphasise the necessity for the survey | 
staff exercising an active supervision not only — 
over vessels on the point of sailing in ballast, © 
but also over vessels taking in ballast of sucha © 
nature as may require exceptionally careful 


stowage and may be liable to the danger of 
shifting when the vessels are at sea.” 

Nothing has occurred since then to 
alter the opinion of the Board of Trade 
that under the existing provisions of the 
Merchant Shipping Act they are able to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
Select Committee. If the time should 
come when they require statutory powels 
they will immediately appeal to this 
House, and to the other House of Par- 
liament, to obtain them. I am i 
structed to say that at the present 
moment the Board of Trade are quite 
satisfied with the law as it stands, and do 
not propose to apply for any further 
powers. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, it 8 
satisfactory to learn, at all events, that 
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inquiries are to be made in the two cases 
which my noble friend has brought before 
the House, and a great deal wili depend, I 
think, on the outcomes of those inquiries. 
My noble friend who has just spoken was 
a member of the Light Load-line Com- 
mittee, and fully agreed, I believe, with 
all our recommendations. 

Lorp WOLVERTON: Hear, hear! 

Fart SPENCER: 
Lord will, 
care that the 
kept alive to 
seeing that the 
the Committee are carried out, and that 
Board of Trade regulations are made 
with regard to the ballasting of ships at 
sea. It is a very important matter, and 
the noble Lord opposite does quite right 
in bringing cases of this sort forward if 
there is the slightest fear that the acci- 
dents to these ships are in any way due 
to the neglect of the precautions which 
the Committee thought necessary and 
pressed on the Board of Trade to adopt. 
When the Report is issued we shall be 
able to judge whether any further 
pressure should be brought on the Board 
of Trade, either to carry out the existing 
regulations more strictly or to ask for a 
strengthening of the law. 


And the 
IT have no doubt, 
Board of Trade are 

the necessity of 


noble 


PATENTS, DESIGNS, AND TRADE MARKS 
(REGISTRATION OF PATENT AGENTS) 
BILL [1-1.]. 

[SeconD READING.] 
Order of the 

Reading read, 


day for the Second 


Lorp COLERIDGE : 
moving the Second Reading of this Bill, 
perhars it would be useful if I make a 


short statement with regard to its object. | 


It is an amendment and extension of 
the Act of 1888. The Act of 1888 was 


by the Board of Trade in 1885 to consider 
the question of the position of patent 
agents. They recommended that a 
register should be instituted, and that 
persons should not be allowed to advertise 
themselves or to put themselves forward 
as acting as patent agents unless they 


{10 Aprit [i05} 





take | 


recommendations of | 


| clause in my Bill. 


‘the future under this Bill. 
My Lords, in| 


were placed on a register in accordance | 
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with rules to be drawa up by the 
Board of Trade. Those rules were drawn 
up in 1889, and they are the rules which 
are in force at the present time. Since 
then grave mischief has been occasioned 
by the fact that persons have been in 
the habit of advertising themselves under 
various headings which are misleading, 


_and have thereby induced innocent and 
unwary inventors to believe that they 


are registered as patent agents. The 
Board of Trade had their attention 
called to the mischief, and the result 
was that in the year 1894 a Bill was 
brought in to remedy this defect. That 
Bill contained a clause in all substantial 
matters identical with the substantive 
That Bill was referred 
to a Committee and the Committee 
passed the clause which I am now 
desirous of placing on the Statute-book, 
but owing to the general election in 
1894 the matter went no further and 
was abandoned. [| desire in this Bill 
to throw my net wider, if I can, 
and to embrace those persons who, 
under synonyms of patent agents, 
practise in this country without being 
registered, and without being qualified. 
Again and again the Board of Trade 
have held inquiries into the conduct of 
persons who have been on the register. 
Those inquiries have resulted in the 
Board of Trade striking them off the 
register for disgraceful professional 
conduct; but, notwithstanding, these 
very persons have continued to practise, 
to all intents and purposes, as patent 
agents deceiving unwary inventors by 
the use of one or other of the appella- 
tions I desire to prevent them using in 
I am told 
that there are some persons who are 
innocently using these appellations in the 


‘ordiniry way of their trade, and they 


think it is unfair that they should be 
prevented from doing so in future. I 
am willing in Committee to add a clause, 


sue : |which I have drafted and shown to the 
the result of a Commission appointed | 


President of the Board of Trade, saving 
all present rights, and in that way 
following the precedent which was set 
in the year 1888, when all existing rights 
or vested interests were at that time 
saved. That, I think, would prevent 
objections which have been entertained 
in some quarters to the Bill; and I hope 
that the Bill, with that Amendment 
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which I am prepared to move in Com-jhad no previous experience of that 
mittee, may meet with the sanction and | colony, and rightly, because the incom- 
approval of the Board of Trade. I may | ing (overnor lands in the colony un- 
say that the great mass of patents that | prejudiced as regards Party and able to 
are registered in this country are regis- | take a neutral attitude. In the same 
tered by properly registered patent | way the staff which the Governor brings 
agents. I do not wish to prevent any | out with him to the colony are new to 
individual acting as agent for another, | the colony, and, therefore, for some 
but I do wish to prevent them holding | little time at any rate, after the arrival 
themselves out as patent agents under| of a new Governor, the Secretary of 
synonym: such as patent expert,inventor’s State fer the Colonies at home receives 
agent, and so on, which really mean tothe no reliable information with regard to 
public the same thing as a patent agent. | affairs generally in that colony. 

I beg to move the Second Reading of 


the Bill I know it may be contended that the 


Governor of a colony is the paid servant 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read 24.— | of that colony, and that he ig in a sense 
(The Lord Coleridge.) the mouthpiece of the Ministry of the day 
'in the colony. I venture to say that 

Loxp WOLVERTON: My Lords, [such a view overlooks the fact that the 
Lave again to regret the absence of my | Governor of a colony is the representative 
noble friend the President of the Board | Of His Majesty the King, and that it 
of Trade, The noble and learned Lord | '8, bis duty to keep His Majesty and 
opposite has clearly explained his Bill to — Majesty's Seenennny of State in- 
the House, and I do not propose, on ormed | of what is going on in His 
behalf of the Government or the Board Majesty's dominions, and therefore [ can- 
of Trade, to offer any opposition to the not think that It can be contended that 
Second Reading. When the Bill reaches * 1S not his duty to give information 
the Committee stage the Board of Trade |? te Secretary of State. Indeed, my 
may have to introduce some Amend- | Lords, [ do not think oo who has 
ments, but they will be Amendments | read the history of the American Rebellion 
which, judging from the remarks that °° deny that it 18 of importance that 
have just fallen from the noble and the Secretary of State should receive 


; wy ye accurate information with regard to 
learned Lord, will meet with his approval. _— ; cal? ns 
what is going on in the self-governing 


Colonies; and if he is not to receive 
such information, what is the position 
of His Majesty’s Government with regard 
'to the self-governing Colonies? They 
| would be worse informed about a colony 
, sa aah aaah like Australia than they would be about 
pa eanenaeeees oreenne a@ country like potions In Japan His 

Lorp MONK BRETTON: My Lords, Majesty’s Government have a Minister 

I r'se to ask the Under-Secretary of State and a staff of officials to give them 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next, 





for the Colonies whether His Majesty’s | information, but in a self-governing : 


Government will consider the appoint- | colony, if they cannot rely on the Governor, 
ment of officials of the Colonial Office to they have nobody at all. I would 
serve on the staffs of the Governors of | appeal to those of your Lordships who 
self-governing Colonies. In rising to ask | have been Governors in self-governing 
this Question I must frankly confess that | Colonies to confirm me when I say that a 
I do so less with the object of drawing | Governor can be consistently loval to 
intormation from His Majesty’s Govern- | his own Government, and at the same 
ment than in order to make a suggestion | time furnish information to the Secretary 
io them on a subject which I belicve to | of State for the Colonies with regard 
be of considerable importance. When | to the general affairs taking place in 
His Majesty the King appoints 4] the colony. 

Governor to une of the self-govern- | ; 

ing Colonies, the Secretary of State! When the noble Marquess the Secre- 
usually selects a gentleman who has/ tary of State for Foreign Affairs appoints 


Lord Coleridge. 
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an ambassador to, we will say, France, 
that ambassador goes to Paris, and finds 
there a chancery of experts who have 
had every opportunity of, and have 
been, studying affairs going on in that 
country, and whose business it is to 
report to him; but a colonial Governor 
lands in the colony with no such means 
of information, and I submit that it 
would be greatly to the interests of the 
Imperial connection and of the Governor, 
if, when he landed, he was met by an 
officer who had served with his pre- 
decessor and who would be able to keep 
him informed of the state of affairs in 
the colony. I should like to give your 
Lordships an illustration of what I 
mean. The Secretary of State for War 
has lately told us in the Memorandum 
on the Army Estimates that His Majesty’s 
(tovernment are in negotiation with the 
Dominion of Canada with regard to the 
evacuation of Halifax and Esquimault 
by the Imperial troops. I venture to 
say that that is not really a military 
question; it is a civil question of the 
first magnitude, and it vitally affects 
the relations between Canada and the 
United Kingdom. Is it fair to expect a 
(rovernor-General who has only recently 
landed in the colony to be able at once 
to give full information with regard to 
so important a matter? I venture to 
say that if the noble Earl, Lord Grey, 
had had, when he landed, an official 
from the Colonial Office who had served 
under Lord Minto as a member of his 
staif, he would have been very pleased, 
and I think that that is sufficiently 
proved by the fact that the present 
Covernor-General of Canada has taken 
on a private secretary from the late 
Governor-General. 


But, my Lords, that is only the smaller 
part of the argument. The real benetit 
of the proposal which I desire to put 
before your Lordships would be when 
the official who had served under the 
(iovernor in the celony returned to the 
Colonial Office. I ask, what means 
have the Colonial Office of knowing 
about the self-governing Colonies? | 
wish to guard myself from appearing 
in the slightest degree to lay the smallest 
aspersion on the Colonial Office. I 
know every member of its staff. I have 
the highest admiration of their ability ; 
I have the greatest respect for then 
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loyalty to their chief, for their industry, 
and for their general efficiency ; but [ 
ask, what opportunities have the 
Colonial Office of knowing about the self- 
governing Colonies? I do not mean to 
say that they do not know about what 
[ will call the external affairs of those 
Colonies. They may be able to tell you 
every point connected with the Treaty 
Shore ; they may know all about the 
Alaska boundary, or the Pacific cable, 
or the relations of Fiji and New Zealand ; 
but how can they learn what are the 
true aspirations and feelings of a great 
country like Australia? You may say 
they have the Reports of the Governors. 
Yes, my Lords, but those Reports are 
intermittent, because the Governors are 
constantly changing. The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies does not know 
the Governors personally, or in the same 
way as the noble Marquess and his staff 
at the Foreign Office are acquainted with 
the ambassadors, because the Governors 
are temporary and the ambassadors are 
permanent ; and it must discount from 
the value of a despatch if the man who 
reads it does not know the person who 
writes it, as might very well happen in 
the case of relations between the Governor 
of a colony and the persons who have 
to advise the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies in Downing Street. 


To continue the parallel with the 
Foreign Office, I should like to point out 
that members of the Diplomatic Service 
and Foreign Office clerks very often 
interchange, and that the Foreign Office 
is the gainer by the information they 
receive. In the same way officials in 
the Colonial Service of the Crown Colonies 
very often work in the Colonial Office 
and give the Colonial Office the benefit 
of their experience, whilst Colonial Office 
clerks go out to the Crown Colonies. 
But such a state of things is impossible 
with regard to the self-governing Colonies, 
because the staff of the Governor, being 
temporary, comes to an end with the 
Governor. I feel that I ought to give an 
illustration of the real evil which the 
present system involves, and to do so I 
am forced to touch on a matter of con- 
troversial polities, but I shall do so in as 
uncontroversial a way as [ can. I hap- 
pened to be in Australia at the time when 


| the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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introduced his Ordinance for the im- 
portation of Chinese labour into the 
Transvaal. I do not think anyone who 
is not personally acquainted with Aus- 
tralia can realise the intensity of Austra- 
lian feeling on the Chinese question. 
They seem unable to dissociate the 
Chinese question in any country from 
their own cherished doctrine of a white 
Australia, and when one looked in the 
Press of Australia at that time one was 
unable to find any adequate declaration 
at all of what I believe were the views 
of the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
It appeared to me that Australian opinion 
was guided entirely from one side, and 
that Australians never heard the other 
side of the question. 


I wish to call your Lordships’ attention 
for a moment to what took place. The 
Legislature of the Commonwealth passed 
a Resolution in favour of a referendum 
being taken before the Chinese were ad- 
mitted into the Transvaal, and it was 
passed unanimously in the Senate and 
quasi-unanimously in the House of Re- 
presentatives. Now, what did the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies reply ? 
He began by recognising the right of the 
Legislature of the Australian Common- 
wealth to express their opinion about 
this matter, and he alluded to the part 
played by Australians in the recent war. 
He then went on to say— 

“His Majesty’s Government regret that for 
the reasons which have been stated in discussion 
upon the matter in Parliament during this 


present session they have been unable to adopt 
the policy advocated in the Resolution.” 


After that followed about ten lines 
containing two bare statements—that 
the condition of things was exceptional, 
and that the matter was extremely ur- 
gent. So far as I know that was the 
only official information which the Aus- 
tralian people had about this matter on 
which they felt very strongly, and in my 
humble opinion the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies lost a golden opportun- 
ity of laying before the people of Aus- 
tralia in a closely-reasoned and _ well- 
argued despatch the full grounds and 
reasons for his policy. Instead of that 
he referred them to speeches which he 
had himself made in the Imperial Parlia- 
ment. My Lords, it is surely too much 
to expect of Australian statesmen that 
they should read the English Hansard, 


Lord Monk Bretton. 
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and I venture to think the man in the 
street in Australia never heard any 
argument at all in favour of the side which 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
was advocating. My point is this, that 
if there had been to advise the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies anybody who 
realised what the opinion of Australia 
was, I do not believe this despatch would 
ever have been issued. 


One word more, and I have done. Your 
Lordships are aware—and nobody can 
be better aware than the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
—of the round-aboutness of negotiations 
between a self-governing colony and a 
foreign country. The Government of the 
colony has to communicate with the 
Governor ; the Governor has to communi- 
cate with the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies ; the Secretary of State has to 
communicate with the Foreign Oflice ; 
the Foreign Office has to communicate 
with the British Ambassador abroad ; 
and the British Ambassador has to com- 
municate with the foreign Government. 
The cumbersomeness of this system has 
already found its vent in a clamour which 
has been raised in Canada for what is 
valled the treaty-making power. As the 
noble Karl, Lord Rosebery, said in a 
speech about eighteen months ago, the 
offer of the Government of Canada 
to take over the treaty-making power is 
not one which is likely to unite the Em- 
pire more closely. That seems to me 
certainly the case, and the present 
system of negotiation is not one that can 
indefinitely last, but while it does it is of 
great importance that we should do all 
we can to grease the wheels of that very 
circuitous means of communication. In 
that chain of negotiation there is a link 
which is not in touch with the others on 
each side of it. I mean that when a 
Governor goes out new to Government 
House he and his staff are as little ac- 
quainted with Downing Street as they 
are, on the other side, at first with the 
Governor, and I submit that it would be 
better if the Governor had on his staff a 
man intimately acquainted with the 
ways of Downing Street. 


I am encouraged to put this Question 
because I observe that not the least 
able administrator who has been sent 


out by the Colonial Office has insisted 
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on the adoption of this system. Lord 
Milner has had on his staff for the last 
few years a person taken from the | 
Colonial Office, and I am glad to say that | 
the noble Lord who is going out as High 
Commissioner to South Africa in suc- 
cession to Lord Milner is following his 
example. I desire to say that I have. 
not brought this matter forward in any | 
contentious or fussy spirit; I have not | 
brought it forward in order to enjoy | 
the exhilarating sensation of making a 
speech in your Lordships’ House, but 
because I believe it to be really a matter 
of considerable importance, much more 
so than would at first sight meet the eye. 
I know there are objections to it, but I 
believe that the advantages far outweigh 
the objections. It is naturally very 
awkward for a Government to lose some 
of its trained officials, but in the con- 
sideration of this matter I would ask 
you to remember that the Colonial 
Office was made for the Colonies and not 
the Colonies for the Colonial Office. I 
beg to ask the Question standing in my 
name. 


Tae UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MarLtBorouGH): My Lords, I have 
listened with great attention to the 
observations which have fallen from 
my noble friend opposite. The noble 
Lord is well qualified to give his views 
to your Lordships upon colonial adminis- 
tration, for he was for many years 
private secretary to the late Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, and was in close 
touch and made himself thoroughly 
familiar with the machinery of that 
great Department. But I confess that, 
in listening to his speech this afterncon, 
I could not help feeling that he had 
strayed away to a considerable extent 
from the original Question on the Order 
Paper of your Lordships’ House. The 
noble Lord prefaced his remarks by telling 
your Lordships that when Governors 
go to self-governing Colonies they are 
for the first five or six months very little 
acquainted with either the history of, 
or the late political achievements in 
connection with, the Colonies, and that. 
consequently they are unable to give 
the Secretary of State at home any very 
accurate information of what is taking | 

| 
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place in the Colonies over which they 
preside. My noble friend has had ex- 
perience in the Colonial Office. I can 
only speak for myself, and certainly 
during the time I have been at the 
Colonial Office [I do not recollect that 
we have ever suffered from the lack of 
information from any Governor of a 
self-governing colony. 


Governors. 


I confess I fail to understand the point 
of view of the noble Lord. He savs that 
a Governor-General has no means what- 
ever of making himself acquainted with 
what has taken place in the colony before 
his arrival, because he has no official 
from the Colonial Office on his staff 
who had arrived there before he went 
out. My noble friend seems to forget 
altogether that a Governor of a self- 
governing colony has the whole of the 
information of his confidential advisers 
in the shape of the Ministers of the day 
in the colony. ‘They inform him, and, 
indeed, it is their absolutely duty to 
inform him, of all that has taken place, 
and the function of the Governor-(ieneral 
is to weigh that information and embody 
it in a despatch for the information of 
the Secretary of State. Seeing that 
that machinery exists, I for my part 
cannot admit that the contention of my 
noble friend is a very serious one. Be- 
cause a Governor on his arrival in a 
colony has not got some official who has 
been sent out there by the Colonial Office 
two or three years previously, I do not 
see how it can be said that he is incapable 
of sending to the Government at home 
adequate information concerning the 
colony over which he presides. My 
noble friend drew some analogy between 
the duties of a Colonial Governor and 
those of an Ambassador. I am_ not 
closely acquainted with the functions of 
an Ambassador, and therefore he must 
forgive me if I do not follow him into 
an examination of that particular ques- 
tion. I will, however, deal with one 
other point which also exercises the mind 
of my noble friend. He said that in his 
opinion the views held by the self- 
governing Colonies upon important 
political questions which affect the 


Empire are inadequately represented 
in this country, or inadequately under- 
stood by us. 








979 C: lonial 


Lorp MONK BRETTON: I did not 
say that the Colonies were inadequately 
represented in this country. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
The noble Lord stated that the views held 
by the self-governing Colonies were 
inadequately represented in this country. 
He seems to forget entirely that we are 
well acquainted in the Colonial Office 
with the views of the self-governing 
Colonies, and that we have machinery 
in the shape of despatches from the 
Governor or Governor-General. In ad- 
dition, the important newspapers are 
continually sent home to the Colonial 
Office, and all those matters which we 
think exercise the minds of those dwel- 
ling in our self-governing Colonies are 


carefully marked and invariably brought | 


before the notice of the Secretary of 
State. Not only do we receive informa- 
tion through the colonial Press, but in 
any question affecting a particular colony 
there is the ordinary method of trans- 
mitting information, the cable and the 
telegraph, and there is, too, the English 
Press. My noble friend knows perfectly 
well that if there is any matter of impor- 
tance affecting Canada, Australia, or any 
of the other Colonies, it is immediately 
cabled over and included in the informa- 
tion in the daily Press here. I would go 
further and remind my noble friend that 
if there is a matter which seriously affects 
the interests of a self-governing colony, 
a matter on which the colonists them- 
selves feel strongly, they are able to have 
their views represented every four years 
at the Colonial Conference over which 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
presides. So I really do not think my 
noble friend’s contention will, on reflec- 
tion, be given that importance which he 
has attached to it. 


My noble friend passed from the con- 
sideration of the feelings of the self- 
governing Colonies and gave the House 
an illustration in support of his argument. 
During his visit to Australia he wasenabled, 
he said, to hear from the Australians their 
views upon the question of Chinese 
labour, and he told us, furthermore, that 
the Australians had received very little 
information as to the views and ideas 
of the Imperial Government upon this 
most important and difficult problem. 


J am at a loss to understand how that. 
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could possibly be true. There is the 
medium of the Press and there is the 
telegraph, and if the Australians were so 
interested in this problem as my noble 
friend assures us they were, surely the 
Press of that country would have taken 
the first means it could to inform itself 
of the views and the ideas of the people 
here at home. My noble friend seems 
to think that all these difficulties might 
have been removed if only there had 
been some representative of the Colonial 
Office who had arrived in Australia two 
or three years before this particular 
problem presented itself both to our 
notice and to the notice of the people of 
Australia. I cannot agree with my 
noble friend. I do not think the advan- 
tages of the presence of a permanent 
Official in the different self-governing 
Colonies would be so great as he imagines. 


The noble Lord is perfectly aware that 
during Mr. Chamberlain’s tenure at the 
Colonial Office he, in some instances, did 
send what are known as first-class clerks 
to certain of the Crown Colonies, and 
some of the more important officials in 
the Crown Colonies came over to the 
Colonial Office and worked there with 
the rest of the officials. This practice, 
although inconvenient, was on the whole 
found to work well. We were anxious 
that the first-class clerks might have an 
opportunity of learning on the spot 
political administration, and it was 
furthermore felt by the Civil Service 
at home that it would be useful to have 
some of the high officials of the Crown 
Jolonies at home in order that they 
might acquaint themselves with the 
work of the Colonial Office, and in order 
that we might test whether they were 
fit for further promotion. But although 
this practice held good with regard to 
first-class clerks it has never been 
extended to those who occupy the posi- 
tion of second-class clerks. 


My noble friend alluded to the fact that 
Lord Milner had a private secretary who 
was a second-class clerk in the Colonial 
Office, and that Lord Selborne was going 
to follow his example. That is perfectly 
true, but the reason why those two 
distinguished administrators have been 
authorised to take second-class clerks 
from the Colonial Office is that the poli- 
tical conditions of the Transvaal are of 
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exceptional interest and of vast impor- 
tance. The administration of the two 
new colonies is a source of great interest 
to the young clerks in the Colonial Office, 
and they gladly avail themselves of the 
opportunity of going out to the Trans- 
vaal to work under such distinguished 
administrators as Lord Milner and Lord 
Selborne. But although the Colonial 
Office have consented to this practice in 
the case of the Transvaal, they do not 
view it with any very great favour, and 
for this reason. We have only got a 
certain number of second-class clerks 
at the Colonial Office; we have not got 
a redundant number; and if we are to 
supply the Governors of the self-govern- 
ing Colonies with private secretaries or 
oflicials, as the noble Lord suggests, I 
fear the Colonial Office will be entirely 
depleted of all its able men. Having 
weighed the suggestion of my noble 
friend, the Secretary of State and, in- 
deed, all those who advise him at the 
Colonial Office, have come to the con- 
clusion that it would be quite impracti- 
cable. 


Tue Eart or ABERDEEN : My Lords, 
I would ask the indulgence of the House 
while I offer a few observations upon 
the interesting statement which has 
just been made by the noble Duke. We 
all sympathise with the aim of the noble 
Lord who raised this question, but I am 
sure the House, and more especially those 
who have been called upon to occupy 
the position of Governor in our Colonies, 
will feel that this matter involves very 
delicate considerations. There is a sen- 
sitiveness in the minds of our colonial 
fellow-subjects in regard to anything 
which might seem like, to use a collo- 
quial expression, the Imperial authori- 
ties having a finger in the colonial pie, 
and this feeling of sensitiveness co- 
exists and is consistent with the most 
complete loyalty to the mother country. 
I feel convinced that such a proposal 
as that which has been made by the 
noble Lord would be regarded with con- 
siderable misgiving. The noble Duke 


has very fully answered the contention 
of the noble Lord, but I think no portion 
of his speech will be appreciated in the 
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Colonies more than the sentence in which 
he indicated that the source from which 
a Governor should obtain information to 
send home is through his responsible 
advisers. That will be looked upon in 
the Colonies as a very sound and healthy 
sentiment. I would venture to add 
that apart from that, a new Governor 
wishing to be primed as to the ins and 
outs of the position would in the first 
place have the fullest confidential in- 
formation from his predecessor, and, 
again, at the Colonial Office, before going 
out, he would receive the fullest infor- 
mation as to the position at the moment 
in the colony. The noble Duke the 
Under - Secretary mentioned various 
sources of information in regard to 
colonial affairs, and I think he will agree 
with me that there should be added the 
Agents-General for the Colonies in this 
country, who are being increasingly 
recognised by the Colonial Office as 
valuable sources of information. The 
example which the noble Lord gave as 
to the feeling of Australia with regard 
to the importation into South Africa 
of Chinese labour was not, in my opinion, 
the happiest he could have chosen. He 
said Australia did not know enough 
of the Colonial Office view, but I imagine 
his chief contention was that the Colonial 
Office did not know enough of the Aus- 
tralian view. 


Lorp MONK BRETTON: My con- 
tention was that if there had been in the 
Colonial Office somebody who knew 
Australia personally, he would have been 
able to inform the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies of the intensity of opinion 
in Australia with regard to the Chinese 
labour question. 


Tue Eart or ABERDEEN: I should 
have thought the colonial Governors 
would have been able to convey in- 
formation on such a point. But I merely 
rose to express my conviction that the 
reply of the noble Duke would in the 
main be regarded as eminently satis- 
factory, not only by your Lordships’ 
House and this country, but by the 
Colonies. 
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THE Marquess or RIPON: My 
Lords, I can add nothing to what has 
fallen from the noble Earl who has just 
sat down, but I think, perhaps, as I had 
the honour of filling the position of 
Colonial Secretary for three years, I 
ought to say with what satisfaction I 
heard the Answer of the noble Duke the 
Under-Secretary. I feel convinced that 
the proposal of the noble Lord behind me 
is one which ought not to be entertained. 
It is a delicate proposal, and I think J 
should not be very wrong ifI said it was 
a dangerous one. During the time that 
I occupied the position of Colonial 
Secretary I never found the slightest 
difficulty in obtaining any information 
which I required in regard to what was 
going on in our self-governing Colonies, 
and I do not know that any other 
Secretary of State has found it more 
difficult than I did. You may rely upon 
it that a proposal of this kind would 
not be acceptable to the self-governing 
Colonies. They would regard with 
suspicion—undue suspicion, no doubt, 
but they would regard with suspicion— 
the person who was put in the position 
sketched by the noble Lord behind me, 
and I am very glad indeed to learn that 
His Majesty’s Government do not intend 
to entertain any proposal of the kind. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LansDownE): My Lords, I think your 
Lordships could have scarcely gathered 
from the terms of the Notice which 
the noble Lord put on the Paper that 
he was going to bring before us so 
serious and far-reaching a proposal as 
that which he has sketched out. I 
thought, when I saw the Notice, that he 
was going to call attention to the refusal 
of the Colonial Office to place some par- 
ticular clerk at the disposal of some par- 
ticular Governcr, but I understand him 
to suggest a great deal more than that. 
What I understand him to suggest is that 
each Governor-General or Governor should 
be, so to speak, reinforced by the addition 
to his staff of a certain number of officials 
connected with the Colonies who will not 
quit their official posts when a change in 
the office of Governor takes place. That 
is, I think, a serious proposal, and one 
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which, as the noble Marquess has told us, 
would be regarded with grave misgivings 
by the self-governing Colonies. I think, 
if the noble Lord will forgive me for say- 
ing so, he showed how completely he 
misapprehends the case when he attempted 
to set up an analogy between these 
colonial appointments and appointments 
under the Foreign Office. The two things 
are entirely different. The position of a 
Colonial Governor is not that of an Am- 
bassador. An ambassador represents his 
country at a foreign Court. It is his busi- 
ness to watch the proceedings of the 
foreign Government as closely as he can, 
and in reporting to his own Government 
he acts upon his own responsibility. The 
position of a Colonial Governor is entirely 
different. He is the representative of a 
constitutional Sovereign, and is him- 
self the constitutional head of the Colon- 
ial Government, and although he has 
many and very valuable opportunities of 
making the Government at home aware of 
his personal views, he is constitutionally 
bound to act upon the advice of his ownres- 
ponsible Ministers. I am convinced that 
an endeavour to set up a little colonial 
secretariat in each of the self-governing 
Colonies would be a chronic source of sus- 
picion and friction between the Governor 
and his constitutional advisers, and 
would be liable to create the impression 
that the representative of the Crown 
relied, not on his Ministers, but upon his 
own secretariat. The new Governor- 
General or Governor should be able 
to obtain the service of the best men 
for his staff that he can collect, and 
there may sometimes be a great ad- 
vantage in his keeping on one or two 
members of the outgoing Governor's 
staff, but further than that I certainly 
would not go. There may be also some 
advantage from the occasional employ- 
ment of Colonial Office clerks or other 
officers in the Colonies. That is a most 
useful practice ; it is occasionally resorted 
to; but it differs entirely from the much 
wider proposal sketched out by the noble 
Lord, to which I hope no encouragement 
will be given. 


House adjourned at _ twenty 
minutes before Six o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been 
complied with, viz.: — West Cumberiand 
Klectric Tramways (Extension of Tim«) 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the 
se?ond time. 


Bill be read a 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz.: — Worcesters'iire 
County Council (Bridges) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


Acton Sewage Bill; Birmingham Cor- 
poration bill; Brentwood Gas Bill. Read 
the third time, and passe. 


Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill. Read 
the third time, and passed. [New Title.] 


treat Northern Railway Bill (King’s 
consent signified). Bill read the third 
time, and passed. 


Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement 
Bill (King’s consent signified). Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 


London Gas Bill; Nottingham and 
Retford Railway Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 
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Otley Improvement Bill. Read the 
[New Title.] 


Petitions. 


Sunderland and 
Bill. Read the 


Seaham Gas Bill; 
South Shields Water 
third time, and passed. 


North Sussex Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill. As 
amended, to be considered ‘To mo-row. 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords]; 
District Railway Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and 


committed. 


Tyneside Tramways and ,Tramroads 
Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed, 


PETITIONS,} 


LAND VALUES (TAXATION). 


Petition from Pembroke, for legisla- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Anniesland ; 
Biggar; and Buckie; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against ; from Chippenham ; 
Hammersmith ; and Poplar; to lie upon 
the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petition from Sheffield, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SHIPOWNEKS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 


‘ 


Petition from the Scottish Trade Pro- 
tection Society, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


Petition from the Scottish Trade Pro- 
tection Society, in favour; to lie upon 


the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (CITY OF 
MANCHESTER). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the | 
Council of the City of Manchester | 
dividing the Parliamentary Borough of 
Manchester into Polling Districts [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (ESTATES 
COMMISSIONERS). 





Copy presented, of Report of the | 


Estates Commissioners for the perio! 
from Ist November, 1903, to 
December, 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COMMISSION OF THE PEACE (IRELAND). | 


Return presented, relative thereto 


[ordered 14th March; Mr. 
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Questions. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TRANSFER OF 
TREASURY POWERS) BILL. 


Copy ordered, “‘ of Memorandum ex- 
planatory of the Local Authorities 
(Transfer of Treasury Powers) Bill.”’— 
(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to |e 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
102.] 


LOCAL TAXATION (GRANTS IN AID). 


Return ordered, “ showing the amounts 
distributed in respect of the financial year 
1904-5 to each county council and pari-h 
council in Scotland, under Section 4 (:}) 
of The Agricultural Rates, Congested 
Districts, and Burgh Land Tax Relief 
| (Scotland) Act, 1896, and Section 2 (1) 
of The Local Taxation Account (Scot- 
land) Act, 1898.”—(Mr. Black.) 


Aloysius McHugh]; to lie upon the Table, | 


and to be printed. [No. 118.] 


INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL COMMITEE. 


Copy presented, of Report of the 
Departmental Committee on Industrial 
Alcohol [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 4th April, 1905, granting to 
William H. Wood, Engineer-in-Chief’s 
Department, Post Office, a retiring 


allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


COAL IMPORTS (FRANCE). 


Return presented, relative 
[orderea 29th March; Sir Thomas 
Wrightson]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic ard 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
3338 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1905-6). 
Copy ordered, of ‘Statement of 
Revenue and Expenditure as laid before 


thereto | 


EAST INDIA (APPEALS). 


Address for ‘‘ Return of rules, as last 
revised, governing the submission of 
Appeals to the Government of India 
from the orders of subordinate authorities, 
and to the Secretary of State in Council 
from the orders of the Government of 
'India and the Governments of Madras 
and Bombay.” 





‘And also of the number of such 
Appeals submitted for the considerat:oa 
of the Secretary of State in Council 
| during the six years ending the 3lst day 
of December, 1904, giving the number in 
'each year separately, and showing how 


|many were furwarded to the Secretary 
of State for orders and how many w-re 
| withheld in India, and how these statistics 
compared with the corresponding figures 
for the six years ending the 3lst day of 
December, 1898.” — (Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree.) 


— 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 





the House by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when opening the Budget.”— | 
(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Branch Post Offices in London. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether, 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie | in the interests of the public service and 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | with the object of securing the efficient 


[No. 119. 


transaction of business, he has decided 


















Poa ci bE 


aia die coninaiies 








989 (Questions. 110 Aprit 1905} Questions. 990 


that in future some one of the rank of| Alien Immigrants from the Continent. 
officer will be in charge of branch offices} Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
in the London postal districts from the | ton): To ask the Secretary to the Board 
time of opening until they close, in view | of Trade if he will state the number of 
of the importance of the postal and | alien immigrants who have come to the 
telegraph business undertaken at these United Kingdom during the last ten years 
offices, and in order to relieve the rank | from Hamburg, Bremen, Libau, Rotter- 
and file from the responsibility now put dam, Antwerp, and other ports. 
upon them. | 
| (Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am number of aliens who arrived in the 
dealing with this matter in connection) United Kingdom from the  under- 
with the question of increasing the mentioned Continental ports in each of 
number of overseers and of female’ the years from 1895 to 1904 inclusive, 
supervisors in London. was as follows :— 


A.—Aliens not described in the alien lists as en route to other countries. 





| 1902. 1903. 1904. 
| 


1895. | 1896. | 1897. | 1898. | 1899. | 1900. | 1901. 





Hamburg - | 9,864 | 11,547 | 11,128 | 12,296 | 14,265 17,467 | 13,074 | 16,679 14,734 19,364 
| | 

Bremen -| 4,130] 5,180 | 4,533 | 6,892 | 7,412 7,832 | 6,498 | 7,702 9,742 9,710 
| | 

Libau - - 628 | 1,787 | 4,409 | 2,013 | 3,122 | 5,226 5,743| 6,941 6,580 7,656 


| | 
Rotterdam - | 3,901 | 3,077 | 2,771 | 4,022} 5,939] 8676 | 7,841) 9,922) 12,535 19,774 


Antwerp -| 701} 897] 1,023 | 1,114] 1,115 | 1,142] 1,324] 1,246 1,463) 1,496 








Other Ports - | 21,198 | 23,421 | 25,749 | 26,747 | 32,393 | 37,112 | 36,130! 39,043 37,546 37,708 


Total | 40,422 | 45,909 | 49,613 53,084 | 64,246 | 77,455 | 70,610 | 81,533 82.600 95,708 


| 

















B.—Aliens described in the alien lists as en route to other countries. 





l | | 
1895. | 1896. | 1897. | 1898. | 1899. | 1900. 1901. | 1902. | 1903. | 1904. 


| | 
| 


Hamburg - 4,070 | 2,058 1,868] 1,289; 191] 133, 446| 659! 3,845/ 3; 
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Bremen - 3,426 | 1,127 1,655 | 2,593 | 1,563 | 1,774 1,838! 2,486 2,036] 2,452 
Libuu- - 2,967 | 1,566 | 1,396] 736 | 1,331 | 2,959| 1,819] 5,538) 4,811| 6,295 


' - a-- rr §-p | 
Rotterdam - | 2,761 502 | 556 | 1,681 | 3,279 | 7.655 7,564 aan 15,379 | 11,703 
| | 
Antwerp - | 1,155 342 | 293 177 379 | 2,448 5,651 6,253 | 6,023 | 12,731 
Other Ports- | 30,258 | 34,441 | 26,453 |25,701 | 43,204 |56,713 | 61,822 | 90,804 92,497 | 62,820 











Total 44,637 | 40,036 | 32,221 |32,177 | 49,947 | 71,682 79,140 |118,478 124,591 | 99,278 




















Mayo Extra Police Force. and 1900 the constables constituting 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To ask | the extra police force were assigned; the 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | stations from which they were trans- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the | ferred as an extra force; and when the 
police barracks in Mayo to which in 1899 | extra force was discontinued to what 
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stations the extra constables were 
allotted, or if they were merged in the 
ordinary force in the county. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
additional force was distributed over a 
large number of stations in the county, 
The men constituting the force were 
drafted in partly from other counties and 
partly from the depot. When the extra 


stituting it were merged in the county 
establishment on the triennial redistribu- 
tion of the free quota in 1900. 


Report of Admiralty Committee on 
esigns. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-RBANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): ‘To ask the Secretary 


to the Admiralty whether the Com- | 


mittee on Designs, appointed to advise 
the Board of Admiralty on questions 


connected with the designs of different | 


types of fighting ships, has reported; 


whether action is being taken on the | 
Report; and whether the Admiralty | 


adheres to its determination to withhold 
from Parliament beth the Report and 
the terms of reference. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 


Committee has reported and action is | 


The | 


being taken on their Report. 
determination not to publish the Report 
and terms of reference was arrived at 
after careful consideration, and will be 
adhered to in the interests of the 
service. 


Admiralty Contracts—-Messrs. Holloway 
and the Fair Wages Clause. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar): To ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether Messrs. 
Holloway are carrying out a Govern- 
ment building contract in connection 
with Admiralty extension works: 
whether, if so, he will ascertain if the 
firm in question are duly recognising 
the Fair Wages Clause in their contract, 
especially in connection with plumbers’ 
wages, and are paying the rates of wages 
accepted as current in the district. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
Answer to the first part of the Question 
is in the affirmative. A representation 
has been received on the subject and is 
now being investigated. 
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Floating Mines in Chinese Waters. 
| Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON (St. 
Pancras, E.): To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty if he can say how many 
floating mines have been recovered from 
Chinese waters since his last statement 
to the House; and what, if any, 
measures are being taken to prevent 
neutral ships from coming within the 


: ‘ | zone of danger. 
force was discontinued the men con- | 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
number of floating mines which have 
been recovered from Chinese waters since 
|the 15th ultimo is not known, but on 
|March 23rd Sir Claude MacDonald 
telegraphed that the Japanese Navy 
were making efforts to remove floating 
'mines from the waters of the Liaotung 
Peninsula, and that gunboats were 
daily sweeping for mines near Port 
Arthur and Newchwang. A notice has 
| been issued to mariners, dated April 7th, 
warning them of the necessity of still 
| keeping a constant look out for mines, 
especially in the approaches to any part 
of the Kwang Tung Peninsula and 
Newchwang. 


Reports on Navigable Inland Waterways 
on the Continent. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade whether any Reports have been 
asked for, or received from His Majesty’s 
Representatives, on Navigable Inland 
Waterways in Austria, Hungary, 
Belgium, France, Germany, and the 
Netherlands, in continuation of the 
Reports presented to Parliament in 1903. 


| (Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) No, 
| Sir, but there is no objection to calling 
for further Reports if the hon. Member 
| desires it. 

| Trinity College Tenants—-Report of 

| Vice-Regal Commission. 

| Mr PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
| To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland when he will lay 
upon the Table the Report of the Vice- 
Regal Commission on the position of 
ithe Trinity College tenants under The 
| Land Purchase (Ireland) Act, 1903. 

| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners expect shortly to complete 
‘the Report. 
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Curragh Farm—Reinstatement of Miss 
Elizabeth Colgan. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether’ the 
Estit°s Commissioners hive received an 
application for reinstatement to Curragh 
Farm, Kildare, from Miss Elizabeth 
Colgan; if so, what action has been 
taken in the matter; have the Estates 
Commissioners acquired any untenanted 
land in Kildare; ‘£ so, how much; and 
whether, in the event of it being found 
impossible to restore Miss Colgan to 
Curragh Farm, she will be provided with 
an equivalent holding. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) Yes, 
Sir; but the evicted holding was 


purchased by a new tenant eighteen, 


years ago. The Commis-ioners have not 
acquired any untenante land in Kildare, 
but if they should do so they will 
consider the application, 


Applications for Reinstatement from 
Evicted Tenants in South Cork. 

Mr. EDWARD) BARRY (Cork County, 
§.): To ask the Chief Secretary to thie 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state how many applications for 
reins‘atement have been received by the 
Estates Commissioners from evicted 
tenants in South Cork; how many have 
been reinstated by the lindlords volun- 
tarily and by the Es ates Commissioners, 
respectively, since the passing of the 
Land Act of 1903; and what financial 
assistance have those tenants got to 
enable them to make a new start in life. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
information is not tabulated by Parlia- 
mentary divisions. In the entire county 
602 applications have b:en received from 
evicted tenants, of whom eight have 
been reinstated by the landlords. One 
has been provided by the Commissioners 
with a farm in another county, and 
assisted with a grant of £100, 


Inquiry into Cases of Evicted Tenants on 
the White Estate, Bantry. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of f[reland whether the 
inspector appointed by the 
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‘of evicted tenants on the White Estate, 


Estates | 
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near Bantry, made personal inquiry or 
through a member of the firm of 
solicitors who had the carriage of the 
sale of the estate. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
inspector made personal inquiry in each 
case, 


Transit of Irish Butter. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to a complaint made by 
Major Hickman, of Fenloe, Newmarket- 
on-Fergus, county Clare, that on March 
15th and 18th he sent a box of butter 
on both dates to the President, Royal 
Artillery Canteen, Woolwich, and the 
boxes were sent from Limerick by goods 
train via Waterford, and were not de- 
livered until March 22nd; and ‘whether, 
seeing the injury that is done to butter 
so detained, he will communicate with 
the Irish Department on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department is inquiring into the subject 
of this complaint. 


Irish Education--Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
if the Commissioners of Education in 
Ireland made any effort to ascertain the 
opinions of managers and others previous 
to making the new Rule 127 (b); how 
such effort was made by them; at how 
many meetings was the rule discussed ; 
how many Commissioners were present 
at the discussion; on the motion of 
which Commissioner was the rule 
adopted; and whether it was adopted 
unanimously. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
am about to look into this matter, and 
would ask the hon. Member to defer the 
Question until after the Easter recess. 


Swine Fever in Wexford. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8S.) : To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the County Wexford Committee of 


Commissioners to inquire into the cases | Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
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passed a resolution inviting the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to hold an inquiry 
regarding the restrictions placed on Dr. 


Gibbon’s farm at Sleedagh with reference | 


to the alleged existence of swine fever on 
it, and the consequent loss and trouble 
sustained by him although swine fever 
did not exist on his farm; and whether 
he will see that the inquiry called for 
will be held. 

Mr. Walter 


(Answered by Long.) 
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African Possessions, as suggested by the 
International Conference held in 1900. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Legislation upon the lines of the recom- 
mendations of the International Con- 
ference of 1900 has been adopted 
generally by all those Governments which 
had not already enacted similar regula- 


tions; and recently, since receiving a 
deputation from the Society for the 


Restrictions were placed on the farm | 


because of the movement to and from 
the land of an animal belonging to 
another person on whose premises swine 


Preservation of the Fauna of the Empire 
on the subject, I have communicated 


| with the various authorities as to the 


fever had appeared. The restrictions 
were necessary and usual, and it is not 


proposed to hold the inquiry suggested. | 


Duchess of Cornwall Seed Potatoes. 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM = (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state if the supply cf the 
Duchess of Cornwall potato, to be 
utilised by the Irish Agricultural Depart- 
ment, was grown on their experimental 
farms; and, if not, what price has been 
paid for the seed, what quantity is 
required for the limited trials of this 
variety now intended to be carried out 


by the Department, and in what 
counties. 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


supply of Duchess of Cornwall potatoes 
to be utilised for the experiments on the 
Department’s farms was grown last year 
on one of their farms. 
cannot say what quantity is actually 
being tested at each of its farms, but 
they are satisfied that they have 
sufficient for their purposes. The ex- 
periments are to be carried out at the 
Albert Agricultural College Farm, 
Glasnevin, county Dublin; the Munster 
Institute Farm, Cork; the Agricultural 
Station, Bailyhaise, county Cavan; the 
Agricultural Station, Athenry, county 


The Department | 


and 


establishment, where advisable 
necessary, of game preserves. 


Profits of Premier Diamond Mine. 

Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware 
that the Premier Diamond Mine has 
declared a dividend on its share capital 
for the half-year amounting to £210,000; 
and, if so, will he say whether the re- 
maining 60 per cent. of the profits, 
amounting to £515,000, to which the 
Transvaal Government is entitled, will 
be paid at the same time. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelion.) 
In a telegram recently received the 
officer administering the Government of 
the Transvaal states that before division 
of profits with the Transvaal Govern- 
ment the company are entitled to repay- 
ment with interest of the capital ex- 
pended in the mine. This repayment 


is £85,000. The sum of £125,0.0 will be 
'paid to shareholders as an_ interim 
dividend. The Government share is 


Galway; and the Agricultural Station, | 


Clonakilty, county Cork. 


Preservation of Fauna in British Africa. 


Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (Wigton- 
shire): To ask the Secretary of State for 


therefore £187,000. Under the Ordinance 
the Government cannot claim any pay- 
ment whatever on account of its share in 
profits, whether in the form of interim 
dividend or otherwise, till the company’s 
yearly accounts are made up (that is to 
say, until January 31st, 1906), but the 
company has consented, in the event of 
any interim dividend to shareholders, to 
make an interim payment of the same 
amount to the Government, and to pay 
the balance of the Government share out 
| of their next diamond sales, and before 
_any further dividend is paid to share- 


the Colonies what steps have been taken | holders. In connection with the present 
to preserve the fauna in the British dividend the Government will receive 
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| pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary to 


| and the necessity, if any, which exi-ts for 
Government supervision of their transac- 
| tions. 
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£125,000 simultaneously with the share- 
holders, and £62,500 out of the next 
available cash. i 


Military and Naval Service and Civil 


Pensions. 
Sr J. FERGUSSON  (Manches- 
ter, N.E.): To ask the Secretary to 


the Treasury whether, seeing that candi- 
dates on the roll for the Royal Irish 
Constabulary are permitted to join the 
Irish Guards on a three years enlistment, 
of which two years will be reckoned to- 
wards their Constabulary pension in the 
event of their being subsequently enrolled 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary, and 
that men in civil departments of the 
Imperial Government, who are transferred 
to the Post Office, can reckon the whole 
of their service in such departments to- 
wards their Post Office pensions, he will 
explain why a concession of a like nature | 
is not granted to soldiers and sailors who | 
are admitted to established appointments | 
in His Majesty’s Civil Service who do | 
not at present receive any superannua- | 
tion for services performed in the Army | 
or Navy. | 





(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) | 
[am not aware that service in the Irish | 
Guards reckons towards the pension of | 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, and I | 
think that the hon. Member must be 
wider a misapprehension on the point. 
As stated in my reply to the hon. Mem- | 
ber for Camberwell North on March 29th, 
legislation would be necessary in order 
toenable military service to reckon for 
c.vil pension, and it does not appear to | 
me that such legislation is called for in | 








the circumstances of the present time. | 


| 
Bond Investment Companies. | 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- | 


the Board of Trade whether he will 
cause inquiries to be made as to the 
operations of Bond Investment companies 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade propose to appoint a 
small Committee to inquire into the sub- 





+ See (4) Debates, exliii., 1526. 
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ject of Bond Investment companies and 
to report. 


Questions. 


Conveyance of Fish from Ullapool to 

yle. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether he 
has any information showing how the 
steamer engaged by the Congested 
District Boards for the conveyance of 
fish from Ullapool, Ross-shire, and inter- 
vening ports to Kyle, has performed 
the work which is required by the Board ; 
and will he state at what time the 
steamer leaves Ullapool and at what 
hour she is timed to return from Kyle. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) I am 
informed that the steamer ‘‘ Dora” has 
run, with the exception of one breakdown, 
most satisfactorily. She leaves Ullapool 
every Tuesdiy, Thursday, and Saturday 


| at 10 o’clock p.m. and arrives at Kyle 


between 2 and 5 the following morning, 
according to the heaviness of the traffic 
at Badachro where she calls. She leaves 
Kyle for Ullapool about 2 a.m. on 
Mondays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. 


Convictions for Drunk and Disorderly 
Conduct in Scotland. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): To ask the Lord-Advo- 
cate if he will state the number of 
persons who were convicted as guilty 
of drunk and disorderly conduct in 
Scotland ‘n each of the years ending 31st 
December, 1901, 1902, 1903, and 1904; 
how many were convicted in each of the 
first two years on summons for being 
drunk and incapable, and during last two 
years after summons or arrest for the 
same offence for the same years; how 
many during the last two yewrs were con- 
victed for being drunk, and not necessarily 
incap2ble, whils' having charge of a child ; 
how many persons convicted of drunken- 
ness were ordered to give security for 
good behaviour: and how many persons 
obtained protection against husband or 
wife who was an habitual drunkard. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Par- 
ticulars of convictions are not available 
under the precise headings desired by the 
hon. Member, but statistics of convictions 
for drunkenness and similar offences 


2M 2 
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classified under the headings adopted for 
the Scottish Judicial Statistics are given 
for the years 1901, 1902, and 1903 in the 
appended table. Citations and arrests 
cannot be given separately. Of the 
offences under the heading “ Breach of 
the peace, etc.,” about 90 per cent. are 
estimated to have been committed under 
the influence of drnk. Drunkenness 
while in charge of a child was constituted 


Questions. 
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an offence under Section 70 of the Licens- 
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ing (Scotland) Act, 1°03; protection 
against a drunken husband or wife w was 
provided under Section 73 of the same 
Act, and caution for good behaviour was 
prescribed by Section 71. The Act only 
came into operation on the Ist January, 
1904; and the Judicial Statistics for 1904 
will not, in ordinary course, be available 
before October next :— 


Convictions for— 





| Breach of 





Habitual 
drunkenness or | the peace, 
drunkenness | disorderly 
under Inebriates | conduct, and 
Acts. petty assaults. 
| : : 
1901 68 | 48,121 
| 
1902 83 | 47,273 
. 
1903 99 44,924 











| 
| 
Drunkenness | Drunk or 
and drunk and! drinking in Total. 
incapable. | shebeen. 
30,610 | 180 78,979 
29,482 | 52 76,890 
25,131 | 27 70,181 





Relief of Able-Bodied Unemployed in 
Scotland. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether he 
proposes to introduce legislation to repeal 
Section 68 of the Poor Law (Scotland) 
Amendment Act, 1845, by which able- 
bodied persons out of employment are 
expressly debarred from claiming relief 
from the Poor Law authorities, and to 
making the law of Scotland conform to 
that of England in respect to the relief 
of the able-bodied unemployed. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Answer to the hon. Member’s Question is 
in the negative. 





Brechin Parish Council Election. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the'| 
Lord-Advocate whether his attention hes 
been called to the action at law arising 
out of certain candidates for the Brechin 
Parish Council having issued a poll card | 
on the eve of the election, which the 
learned sheriff who tried the case said had 
been proved io have prevented one or 
more electors from 1ecordiig theit vote; 
and whether he proposes to amend the | 





law of corrupt and illegal practices in 
respect to the issue of such cards. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) My 





attention has been called to the proceed- | 
ings and action referred to. The sheriff 
found that while there had been careless: © 
ness in connection with the issuing of the 
card in question there was nothing fraudu- 
lent, and accordingly he refused the 
prayer of the petition, but in respect of 
said carelessness found no expenses due 
to the respondent. I do not think that 
such a case necessitates an amendment | 
of the law. 


Registry of Deeds Office, Dublin. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that discontent prevails 
amongst the staff of the Registry of 
Deeds, Dublin, owing to the reductions 
effected by the Treasury in December, 
1902, in the number and salaries of the 
higher posts ; and whether, in view of this 
fact und of the amount of extra work 
thrown on the Depariment by the opera | 
tion of the [rich Land Act of 1903, he} 
will take steps to place the higher p ats | 

on the basig which they occupied prior 
to December, 1902, and to remunerate 
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se .rchers according to the scale established 
by the Treasury in 1898. 





(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
This subject has for some time past 
engaged the attention of the Treasury, 
and an increase in the number of staff 
posts has just been sanctioned. 


Latest Report of Commission for the 
xhibition of 1851 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury what 
is the date of the latest Report issued 
by the Commissioners for the Exhibition 
of 1851; when will another Report be 
issued; if he can state the names of the 
Commissioners; and what is the amount 
of the annual income received by them. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The last Report of the Royal Commission 
for the Exhibition of 1851 was issued on 
23rd July, 1889. I understand that the 
date for the issue of the next Report has 
not yet been settled. For the names of 
the members of the Commission, I would 


refer my hon. friend to the Imperiat , 


Calendar (page 403). The amount of 
the annual income to the 3lst December, 
1903, was £23,081 5s. 4d. These are the 
latest certified figures, 


Wolverhampton Motor-Car Accident. 


Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the attention 
of the Local Government Board has be2n 
called to a motor-car accident on 
Saturday, Ist April, on the Holyhead 
Road, in the neighbourhood of Wolver- 
hampton; whether the Board are aware 
that, on the afternoon of that day, the 
Automobile Club of Wolverhampton pro- 
ceeded, after the manner of cyclist clubs, 
for a so-called motor-car run on the road 


in question, when, owing to the cars that , 
took part in the run, and their proximity , 
to each other, the dust occasioned was | 
‘dual men how many have been with- 


such that it was at times impossible to 
discern other objects in the road, the 
result being that one of the cars ran into 
a carrier’s cart, killing the horse, and 
seriously injuring its occupants, the ex- 
planation of the motorist by whom the 
accident was occasioned, and an illustra- 
tion of the denseness of the dust, being 
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that not only was he, owing to that | 
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cause, unable to ses the cart, but he was 
unaware he was on the wrong side of the 
road; and, if so, whether the Local 
Government Boird will issue an Order 
requiring the discontinuance of the 
practice of such motor-car runs. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I 
have seen a newspaper account of this 
accident. [am afraid the suggestion in 
the Question hardly appears to b> a 
practicable one. 


Accidents at Places of Amusement in 
London. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: To ask the 
S-cretarv of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state the number 
of casualties, fatal or other, which 
occurred during the past year during the 
performance of acrobatic feats, feats of 
horsemanship, acrobatic bicycling, lion- 
taming, and other such exhibitions tak- 
ing place in licensed places of entertain- 
ment in London. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The police have no record of 
the number of accidents occurring at 
places of amusement in London, and the 
information asked for can only be 
obtained by making inquiry at each such 
place. These inquiries are, however, 
being made; and I shall be happy to let 
the hon. Member know the result. It 
must be rememberel that there are no 
means of verifying the information given 
by the management, and that in many 
cases satisfactory records are probably 
not kept. 


Belfast Telegraph Department Staff. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Postmaster-(reneral if he will state what 
is the strength of the male staffs in the 
telegraph departments at Belfast; how 
many hold appointments under the 
Tweedmouth Dual Schemes; and of the 


drawn from rotating between the postal 
and telegraph departments and allotted 
to the latter. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
obtaining the information for which the 
hon. Member asks, and will communicate 
it to him. 
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Postal Facilities at Cockshutt and 
Croseman (Shropshire). 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
his attention has been called to the com- 
plaint of the parish council of Cockshutt, 
in Shropshire, that the postal facilities 
of Cockshutt and Croseman are worse 
than they were a few years ago; and 
whether he will take steps to improve 
the present facilities. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 have 
received the application referred to, and 
inquiry is being made respecting it. 
There has, it appears, been some difficulty 
in ascertaining the precise facts in the 
case, but I will send the hon. Member 
a reply as soon as the inquiry is com- 
pleted. 


Payment of Postal Orders—-Signatures 

in Irish. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
the postal order for which payment had 
been refused by the postmaster of Bally- 
haunis because the payee, Mr. F. Swift, 
affixed his signature in Irish, has yet been 
cashed ; has any apology been offered to 
Mr. Swift for the inconvenience to which 
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'telegraphy on the coast of the United 
Kingdom in relation to national defence, 
any steps are being taken by the Ad- 
miralty to secure the control of all wire- 
less telegraphic stations. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) This 
matter has been, and is, occupying the 
instant and earnest attention of the 
Admiralty. 


Premises of Solar Physics Committee at 
South Kensington. 


Mr. COGHILL: To ask the hon. Mem- 
Ler for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether the 
premises occupied by the Solar Physics 
Committee at South Kensington are well 
adapted for their purpose; and whether 
the First Commissioner of Works could 
find at Richmond or at Kew a more 
suitable site for an observatory. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) This is a 
matter which concerns the Board of Edu- 
cation rather than the Office of Works, 
It is premature at this time for the First 
Commissioner to consider the question of 
a new site, in case such should be thought 
necessary, 


he has been put; and whether precau- ' 


tions will be taken that in future and 
under similar circumstances courtesy 
equal to that extended to foreign residents 
will be extended to Irish speakers. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Tho posta! 
order tendered by Mr. Swift at Bally- 
haunis Post Office was cashed as soon as 
the postmaster was satisfied that the 
signature in Irish was the signature of 
Mr. Swift. As I explained to the hon. 
Member on the 3rd instantt, this is the 
course prescribed by the regulations; 
and if any apology is culled for, it is 
Mr. Swift who should apologise for the 
unnecessary trouble he gave. The same 
course will be followed in any similar 
cases that may occur in the future. 


Admiralty Control of Wireless 
Telegraph Stations. 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the importance of wireless 





+ See page 146. 


Non-provided Schools Appointment of 
Managers. 

Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether he will state how many non- 
provided elementary schools, at the 
passing of the Education Act, 1902, or 
witl.in three months thereafter, possessed 
trust deeds containing provision as to 
the appointment of managers consistent 
with the provisions of the Act, and how 
many of such schools did not possess such 
trust deeds, and how many did not possess 
any trust deed at all; and, in the latter 
cases, whether he can lay upon the Table 
of the Hou-e the var‘ous forms of draft 
Orders, interim or final, issued by the 
Board to such last-mentioned categories 
of sclools, stating the number of cases in 
which each form was respectively adopted; 
and whether with or without modifica- 
tions, 


_ (Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Board are now preparing statistics which 
, will enable them to give the information 
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desired, but the work will pro\ably re- | 


quire zbout two months for completion, 
and it would be almost impossible to 
give the information sooner. 


Training of Irish Teachers in Elementary 
Science. 

Mr. P. J. KENNEDY (Westmeath, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland what steps 
have the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for [reland taken 
to carry out the arrang-ment entered into 
with the Commissioners of National 
Education for the purpose of training 
teachers in elementary science as men- 
tioned in their circular (No. 37) to county 
councillors bearing date August, 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Depaitment, as stated in the circular 
referred to, are prepared to approve of 
provision being made for the training of 
national school teachers in elementary 
sc'ence under local scheme: of technical 
instruction, The provision of such in- 
struction is not binding upon local 
technical instruction committees, but 
facilities are exterded by the Department 
where there is a demand for such instruc- 
tion, and where the local authority 1s 
willing to undertake it as part of their 
scheme of technical instruction. At the 
pre ent time provision is mad» in six 
urban technical schools for courses of 
instruction of this character. 


Building of Fishing Boats for the Irish 
Congested Districts Board. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
fishing boats were built for the Congested 
Districts Board in 1904, and how many 
of them were built in Ireland; and how 
many boats are in order for the Board 
this year, and how many are to be built 
in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Seven 
fishing boats were built for the Board in 
the year 1904-5, and of these six were 
built in Ireland. For 1905-6 five have, 
so far, been ordered, and three of them 
from Scotland, because they could not be 
built within the required time in Ireland. 


{10 Aprin 1905} 
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Poulduff Pier, County Wexford. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


'tenant of Ireland when the work at 


Poulduff Pier, in county Wexford, will 
be begun by the Departmert of 
Agriculture. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department have asked for tenders, and 
ifa satisfactory tender should be received 
a contract will be at once entered into, 
in which case it is hoped that the work 
will be commenced forthwith. 


Fishermen Resident in Irish Congested 
Districts. 

Sin THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of [reland if he can give the number of 
fishermen resident in the congested 
districts. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Congested Districts Board are unable to 
supply this information. 


O Conor Estate. County Mayo. 

Me. O?7DOWD (Sligo, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state whether the 
purchas> by the tenants of the O’Conor 
Estate, situate in Floughena,near Charles- 
town, county Mayo, has vet received the 
sanction of the Estates Commissioners ; 
whether, if so, the terms of agreement 
contain provisions for the reinstatement 
of the family of the late Thomas Durkan, 
an evicted tenant; and, if not, will the 
Commissioners be instructed to make in- 
quiries into this case, with a view of 
having this orphan family reinstated. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
proceedings for the sale of this estate have 
vet been instituted before the Commis- 
sioners. An application for reinstatement 
has been received from Mary Durkan, as 
representative of Thomas Durkan, and 
this will be considered in due course. 


Loans to Irish Tenant Farmers. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, seeing that a tenant farmer 
in Ireland whose 


ratzable valuation is 
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£7 would be entitled to a loan of £59 
under the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1881, 
and that several tenant farmors who have 
recently applied hive been refused such 
loans, he will say whether such refusals 
are the result of a Treasury Minute; and 
whether small holders, who offer personal 
security in addition to the security of 
their holdings, will in the future be granted 
loans for the improvements of their 
farms. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) 
Loans to occupiers under Section 31 (2) 
of the Act referred to are subje't to the 
provisions of the Landed Property Im- 
provement (Ireland) Acts, so far as th» 
Treasury may declare the same to be 
applicable. The Treasury have amongst 
others declared Section 18 o! the Act 10 
Vic., ¢. 52, applicable to such alvances. 
This section empowers the Commissioners 


of Public Work. with the sanction of the | 


Treasury to make rules and regulations. 
The regulations now provie that no loan 
to an occupying tenant will be granted 
for a less sumthan £35, nor will anv loan 
be granted under ordinary conditions for 


a greater sum than three times the annual | 


value or judicial rent of the holding to 
be charged. The rule may be relaxed if 
the applic int’s landlord (being an absolute 
owner) joins in the loan, or where other 
ace-ptable collateral security is offered. 
Personal collateral security is not ac- 
cepted. Tam unxble to ree mmend any 
variation of the existing limitations, 


Mayo County Council and the Public 
Bodies Order. 1904. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mavo, W.): To 
ack the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a resolution 
of the Mayo County Council protesting 
against the putting into practice of the 
Public Bodies Order, 1904, as inv lving 
unnecessary expense and labour; and 
whether, seeing that it would necessitate 
the adoption of a yearly rate book, 
instead of a triennial one as is in use at 
present, he will see that the Order is 
withdrawn. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
resolution of the Mayo County Council 
does not protest against the Public Bodies 
Order, but merely requests permission 
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to use the existing rate book. In reply, 

the Local Government Board stated that 
it the county c:uncil decided to continue 
to use the present rate book they must 
accept full responsibility for so doing, as 
the Board had some doubts as to the 
legality of adopting rate books with the 
object of making them available for use 
for a period of more than a year. 


Incumbrances on the Estate of W. L. Rae, 
Killorglin, Kerry. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Toask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland when the 
incumbrancers on the estate of W. L. 
Rae, Killorglin, Kerry, willbe paid; and 
what rate of interest, and whether simple 
or compound, will be added to the 
principal. 


(Answered by Mr. Wa'ter Long.) The 
final schedule of incumbrances has not 
yet been filed, and it cinrot therefore be 
stated at present when they will be paid 
off. The rate of interest is determined 
|in each case by the instrument creating 
| the charge. 


{ 


Children’s Courts in Ireland. 

Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he ean say in 
what places in Ireland children’s Courts 
have actually been establisied for the 
separa‘e trial of j ivenile offenders; and 
whether any such Courts are at work in 
Great Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Dublin, 
Belfast, and Cork. 


Captain Annesley Knox Estate, near 

allyhaunis. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether there have been any 
negotiations between the Congested 
Districts Board and the trustees on the 
Captain Annesley Knox Estate, near 
Ballvhaunis, with reference to the 
purchase of the grazing ranche known as 
the Island Farm; if so, whether negotia- 
tions are still proceeding; and whether 
there is any prospect of the Congested 
Districts Board tiking over the place 
with a view to the enlargement of the 
small holdings in the vieinity of this farm. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
estate, which includes the Island Farm, 
has not been offered for sale to the 
Congested Districts Board. 


Hon. Mrs. Ker’s Estate, County Limerick. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say | 


whether the untenanted land, the 
property of the hon. Mrs. Ker, situate 
at Kilcoleman, Shanagolden, county 


Limerick, has been sold to the Estates | 
Commissioners; and, if so, whether they 


intend to pares] it out amongst the 
evicted tenants, and enlarge the un- 
economic holdings in the neighbourhood. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) An 
application for the sale of this estate has 
been received, but not yet ruledon, The 
question of the untenanted land will be 
considered by the Commissioners when 
dealing with the estate. 


British Troops Armed with the Revolver. 

Sirk THOMAS DEWAR (Tower 
Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he will state 
to what extent British troops are armed 
with the revolver; and whether he 
proposes to consider the advisability of 
extending its use. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The revolver is issued to the 


following :—Cavalry : Warrant offi-ers, | 


staff sergeants, trumpeters, artificers, and 
drivers. Military mounted police : 
Non-commissioned officers and men. 
Engineers: Warrant officers, staff 
sergeants, trumpeters, non-commissioned 


officers, shoeing smiths, and drivers, | 


except telegraph and field troop. In- 
fantry: Sergeant pipers and pipers of 
the Scots Guards and Highland battalions 
and drivers of regimental transport. 
Army Service Corps : Mounted warrant 
officers and others armed with cavalry 
swords (except those with medical 
units). 
use of the revolver. 


Roads Leading to Jinaal Military Camp. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 


War if he has considered the resolution 
Wicklow 


of the Coun‘y Council in 


{10 Apri 1905} 
This | 


| period. 


It is not proposed to extend the | 
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reference to the roads leading to the 
| military camp at Jinaal, and whether he 
has come to any conclusion on the matter. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
| Forster.) The matter is still under con- 
sideration. 


Government Redistribution Proposals. 

Str HENRY KIMBER (Wandswort}) : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can say when he will be able 
to lay before the House the proposals of 
the Government for diminishing the 
anomaties in the present arrangement of 
electoral areas, as promised in His 
Majesty’s Speech from the Throne; and 
what will b> the method of procedure he 
proposes to adopt, 7.e., whether by Bill, 
or, in the first instance, by Resolution, 
| with a scheme attached, or otherwise. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) The 
proposals for Redistribution cannot be 
liid befo e the House before the Ester 
recess, but I hope that no long delay will 
take place after the termination of that 
It is premature to make any 
statement as regards the precise form in 
which the propos:ls in question will be 
presented. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Royal Naval Reserve—Ullapool Station. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary tothe Admiralty 
whether the tenders for the work in 
connection with the establishment of a 
Royal Naval Reserve station at Ullapool, 
Ross-shire, have yet been considered ; 
and can he say when the work is likelv 
to be commenced. 


THe CIVIL LORD ce tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham): The Answer to the first part of 
the hon. Member’s Question is in the 
negative. With regard to the latter part, 

as has already been explained in answer 

to a Question by the hon. Member for In- 
| verness, on February 28th,t the whole 
question of Royal Naval Reserve 
batteries is in process of reconsideration 
at the Admiralty, and no decision with 
regard to them has yet been arrived at. 








t See (4) Debates, cxli., 1468. 
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Resignation of Officers. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
how many commissioned officers of the 
Regular Army, Militia, and Volunteers‘ 
respectively, have sent in their papers 
during the six months ending on the 
28th of February, 1905; what were the 
corresponding numbers in the similar 
periods in the two previcus vears ; how 
many resignations of the past six months 
have been sanction d; how many 
have been refused; and how many are 
still awaiting sanction. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArNo.p - Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As regards the Regular Forces 
there are two classes of officers concerned, 
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those who resign and those who retiré 
voluntarily on pension’ or gratuity. Re- 
signations are always accepted by the 
War Office unless the officer has com- 
mitted an offence necess'tating removal; 
nove have been refused. Retirements, 
however, cannot always be accepted 
forthwith, as some are only permissible 
on the understanding that the officer 
joirs the Militia or Yeomanry, and a 
little delay sometimes occurs on the 
offic.r’s part in securing nomination for 
such services; there are eight cases 
awaiting sanction for this reason, As 
regards the Auxiliary Forces all details 
in connection with resignations are now 
carried out by General Officers Command- 
ing in Chief, ard the figures only of 
those sanctioned are available. The 
figures available are as follows— 


Questions. 





Six months ending 28th 
February, 1993. 





Six months ending 
28th February, 1904. 


Six months ending 
28th February, 1905. 


! 
Retirements. Resignations. Retirements. Resignations Retirements. Resignations 


R gulars - 170 | 152 
Militia - — | 2 
Volunteers = 662 


129 136 140 134 
159 — 116 
a 46) = 4635 





Strength of the Volunteer Force under 
the New Army Scheme. 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can state the estimated actual strength 
of the Volunteer force under the new 
scheme, with a reduced establishment of 
230,000 men. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In reply to 
this Question any estimate could only be 
given very approximately. It is probable 
that with an establishment of 230,000 the 
corresponding strength will eventually be 
about 200,000. 


Army Officers and Colour Blindness. 

Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether inability to distinguish colours 
is no longer to be a bar to the granting 
of commissions in His Majesty’s Army. 


| State for War what are 





*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Yes, Sir. 
In accordance with the recommendations 
of the medical authorities, it has been 
decided to return to the former practice 
under which colour blindness was not 
regarded as a disqualification for a 
commission in the Army. 


Army Wastages—War Office Committee 
of Inquiry—Terms of Reference. 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
the terms of 
reference to the War Office Committee 
presided over by Sir William Butler with 
respect to the South African stores con- 
tracts; and will the evidence given 
before such Committee in due course be 
laid before Parliament. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The terms 


of reference were as follows:—(1) To 
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investigate and report on the terms of | West Birmingham and the hon. Member 
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contract and other circumstances con- 
nected with sales and refunds to con- 
tractors in South Africa at the end of 
the war. (2) To make special inquiry 
into certain transactions. (3) To report 
upon the responsibility of those concerned. 
The Committee is a Departmental one 
and the evidence given before such a 
Committee is usually treated as confi- 
dential. I am not, therefore, at present 
in a position to state whether an excep- 
tion to the usual rule can be made in this 
particular case, 


Militia and the Short-Service Army. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War how the consent of the 
Militia to be included in the short-service 
Army is to be ascertained. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: This 
question does not immediately arise. I 
am not, therefore, prepared to give a 
precise reply to it, It is not anticipated 
that there will be any difficulty in 
ascertaining the views of individual 
officers or men. Inthe event of a change 
being made, those not desiring to accept 
the new terms of service will continue to 
serve under the existing engagements 
until ther termination. 


Argyll and Sutherland Regiment. 
Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): I 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for, 


War whether he can say when the 
Argyll and Sutherland Battalion, at 
present stationed at Longmoor, will be 
,emoved to other quarters; and when he 
expects to be able to transfer them to 
Scotland, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: This bat- 
talion will leave Longmoor for Chatham 
this autumn at the conclusion of the 
drill season. It is not possible to say 
when the battalion will be transferred to 
Scotland. 


Small Arms Factories Return. 
Capratn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office if he can state when 
the House may expect to have the 
Return as to the Small Arms Factories, 
called for by the right hon. Member for 
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| 


for East Herts; and whether it will be 
contrary to Rule 80 of the Ordnance 
Factory Rules for the employees of the 
Government factories to discuss the 
Return in question, 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BRomLey 
Davenror’, Cheshire, Macclesfield): The 
Return was in the hands of Members on 
the 5th instant. Rule 80 of the Ord- 
nance Factory Rules only relates to the 
method of preferring complaints. If the 
employees of the Government factories 
have any complaints which arise out of 
the Return in question, it is open to 
them to prefer them in the usual manwer 
in accordance with that rule. 


Sparkbrook Factory Discharges. 

Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, 
Bordesley): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, looking at the 
distress which exists at Sparkbrook con- 
sequent on the discharges of workmen, 
he will consider the possibility of giving 
such additional orders to the factory as 
may be necessary to prevent any increase 
of such distress. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
statement that was made in reply to a 
similar Question put on the 5th instantf 
concerning Enfield will also apply to 
Sparkbrook. Every effort will be made 
to prevent any increase of distress, but 
it is not possible to give work beyond 
the money available for payment of 
wages. 


Shipments of Australian Jam to 
South Africa. 

*Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state from wht port or ports, and 
on what date or dates, and on what ship or 
ships, the 1,350,816 tins of jam, referred to 
inthe Report of the Comptroller and Audi- 
tor-General, were shipped for the South 


African War; and if he will state whether 


each tin was deficient to the extent of 
four ounces in the pound respectively, or 
whether the four ounces merely repre- 
sents an average deficiency per tin of the 
whole quantity. 





+ See page 451. 
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Mr. RROMLEY DAVENPORT: It 
is not possible to trace the particulars 
asked for. The average weight of jam 
contained in a nominal one pound tin is 
approximately fourteen ounces. 


Tasmanian Jam Contracts for South 
Africa. 

*Mr. MOSS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
any, and if any what, quantity of tins of 
jam were shipped to South Africa during 
the war ly Messrs. Jones Brothers, of 
Hobart, ‘Tasmania. and by Messrs. 
Peacock Brothers, of the same place; and 
whether these firms or either of them 
supplied any and what proportion of the 
1,350,816 tins referred to in the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
as containing (welve ounces only, instead 
of one pound. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Jam 
from Australia was supplied by H., 
Jones & Co. and W.D. Peacock & Co., of 
Hobart, Tasmania. It is impossible to 
say whether any of the jam supplied by 
these firms formed part of the 1,350,816 
tins referred to. 


Enfield Small Arms Factory. 

Carrain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office if 
he can state whether the authorities at 
Enfield Small Arms Factory will consider 
the advisability of employing men in 
overhauling machinery that has become 
defective in consequence of the pressure 
of work which took place during the 
South African War, with a view to pre- 
venting further discharges. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT : The 
suggestion which is contained in the hon. 
and gallant Member’s Question has not 
been, and wil] not be, lost sight of. But 
the class of labour required for such 
repairs is in many cases not the same as 
that which may have to be dispensed 
with, and, as I have already explained, it 
is not possible to provide work in excess 
of the money available. 


The Earthquake in India—Official 
Information. 


Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrincham): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India 
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casualties caused by the recent earth- 
quakes and landslides in India, and also 
what steps the Government proposes to 
take to relieve the suffering caused by 
these disasters. 


Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
what official inform :tion he has received 
up to date regarding the recent earth- 
quake in Inda; and if he can state 
particulars regarding the loss of life and 
property, giving the names of those who 
have died or been seriously injured. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The names of those who, up to 
this morning, are reported by the 
Government of India to have been killed 
or injured have been communicated to 
the Press, but it is feared that the list 
is stillincomplete. The mortality among 
natives is not yet known, but the follow- 
ing casualties among Ghurkha regiments 
at Dharmsala have been reported :— 
Killed, 140 (including women, children, 
and followers) ; injured 186; missing, 71. 
T have received the following particulars 
from the Government of India dated the 
9th Jast:—‘‘In Lahore, twenty-five 
natives killed and considerable damage 
done to privat? and public property. In 
Amritsar, Golden Temple damaged and 
some lives lost. At Tarn Taran, nine 
killed and seven severely injured. At 
Dalhousie, damage to property but no 
deaths, Palampur in Kangra District 
reported totally destroyed, and many 
hundred lives lost. Very serious damage 
also reported in Kangra and Jowala 
Mukhi and other villages in Kangra 
Valley. Every building, without ex- 
ception, in Kangra and Bhawan in ruins, 
incliding Sessions House and Mission 
buildings. The Kangra Treasury has 
collansed and treasure boxes lying under 
debris. Of police, only Deputy- Inspector 
of Police, one sergeant, and one con- 
stable uninjured, and three other con- 
Of Tahsil 
Establishment, only office kanungo 
and two chaprassies, of whom one 
is uninjured, and alive. Total number 
estimated to be alive is 500. Many 
people still alive are imprisoned in 
ruined houses. Similar state of affairs 
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in most other villages in neighbourhood. | 
At Dharmsala all houses and buildings | 
throughout the entire station, including | 
cantonment and bazaars, have been 
totally destroyed with enormous loss of 
life. Relief party with doctors, medi- 
cine, food, and tents sent from Lahore 
on Sth April. A double company of 
34th Pioneers also left Mian Mir on 7th 
April to render assistance at Dharmsala, 
Palampur, Kangra, and other places in 
Kangra Valley. Two more companies 
are being sent, and two or three Pioneer 
Companies are being sent from Umballa. 
Military authorities have been asked to 
hold other forces in readiness to send if 
necessary. An Assistant District Super- 
intendent of police with 200 constables 
are being sent to protect property and 


to take place of constables killed. No 
further information at present.” This 
morning the Viceroy telegraphs as 


follows :—‘‘ Latest information from Lieu- 
tenant-Governor of the Punjab does not 
add to details already wired. It is clear 
that towns of Dharmsala, Kangra, and 
Palampur are virtually destroyed, that 
loss of life has been very great, and that 
full measure of catastrophe, owing to 
difficulty of communication, cannot be 
ascertained for some time. — [ have only 
desisted from proceeding at once to scene 
of disaster at urgent request of Lieu- 
tenant-Governor, who will go there him- 
self.” In reply to a question from me as 
to opening a relief list the Viceroy adds, 
“Tam starting Indian subscription list 
for suff+rers whose losses it will be 
impossible to meet from other sources, 
and in a day or two, when fuller 
information has reached me, I hope. 
to be able to tell you whether we 
should also appeal to wider circle. I 
think that this may be necessary. 
Commissioner further reports that at | 
Dharmsala, owing to splendid work of, 
Ghurkhas and others, nearly all bodies | 
have already been exhumed. Special | 
party been despatched to visit all tea | 
estates round Palampur and _ similar | 
parties in other directions. Police report | 
from Kulu shows some loss of life there, | 
but no European casualties reported. In | 
Kangra nearly all Government native 
clerks have perished.” 
China and the Tibetan Treaty. | 
Mr. LAMBERTI: I beg to ask the | 


Secretary of State for India whether | 
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the Chinese Ambassador has expressed 
adhesion to the Tibetan treaty; if not, 
whether any modifications have been 
suggested ; and what portion of Tibet is 
now occupied by British troops. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have as yet 
received no report from the Government 
of India on the negotiations which are 
proceeding with the Chinese Plenipo- 
tentiary on the subject of the adhesion 
of China to the Tibetan treaty. The 
only part of Tibet occupied by British 
troops 1s Chumb'!, where two and a half 
native 


Questions. 


companies of infantry are 
stationed. The British trade agent at 


Gyangts> has an escort of fifty men. 


Monasteries in the United Kingdom. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the num- 
ber of monasteries and convents in the 
United Kingdom, apart from Ireland, 
has increased from fifty-two in 1850 to 
990 in 1904; and, if so, whether he will 
reconsider the need for their inspection. 

*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkErs- 
DoucLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): There 
are no official statistics, as [ said in my 
reply to ths hon. Member on March 13th.t 
[ am not prepared to take any action 
with a view to the inspection of monas- 
teries and convents generally. 


Aliens Bill. 
Me. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
yet made any estimate of the probable 


cost to ths Exchequer of the proposed 


Alieas Bill, and what the cost of ad- 
ministering it will be. 
*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : An esti- 


mate is in course of preparation, but it 


| would be premature to make any state- 


ment on the subject at present. I will 
be ready to state the figures during the 


| debate on the Aliens Bill. 


Musical Piracy. 

Str ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention has been cal.ed to the continued 
growth of musical piracy; and whether 
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he is prepared ‘to give facilities for the | 
introduction of remedial legislation on | 
the subject. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I do not see 
my way to introduce a Bill on Musical 
Copyright this year, and as to special 
facilities being given for a_ private 
Member’s Bill—that is a question for the 
First Lord of the Treasury. 


Sirk ANDREW AGNEW: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that a leading 
firm have been obliged to give up 
publishing because they can get no 
protection under the present law ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have seen 
a statement to that effect in the Press, 
but I must adhere to my Answer that I 
cannot attempt legislation myself, unless 
I can have substantial assurance that the 
Bill will be considered a non-contentious 
or agreed Bill. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.): Tf a 
private Member introduces a Bill will 
the right hon. Gentleman use h's in- 
fluence with the Prime Minister to get 
facilities for it ? 

*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, Sir. I 
could not promise my influence to place 
such a Bill before Government Bills of 
perhaps greater general importance. 


Precautions against Rabies. 

Sir ANDREW AGNEW: J beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- | 
culture if he can announce any modifi- 
cation in the Orders prohibiting the 
admis-ion of dogs from abroad into the 
United Kingdom. 

*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. AtLwyn 
FELLowEs, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 
If my hon. friend would communicate 
with me as to the particular modifications 
which he would suggest should be made in 
our Orders, I should be glad to con-ider 
them. As he is doubtless aware, those 
Orders do not absolutely prohibit the | 
landing of dogs brought from abroad, but 
they prescribe certain conditions designed 
to afford a full measure of security against 
the reintroduction of rabies into Great 
Britain. 


Motor-Car Regulations. | 
Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local | 
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Government Board if his attention has 
been called to the decision of the Appeal 
Court, in the case of the Wokingham 
Magistrates v. the Earl of Craven, in 
which it was decided that the owner of a 
motor-car is not compelled to disclose 
the name of the driver of the car in cases 
of furious driving; and if he will take 
steps to prevent the abuse of the roads 
by those who have no consideration for 
the public; and, also, if he is aware that 
Lord Craven was himself driving the 
car at the time of the offence, 

THE PRESIDENT or 


THE LOCAL 


‘GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 


BaLrour, Leeds, Central): I have seen 
the veport in The Times of the hearing 
of this case in the Divisional Court, but 
I have no other information on the 
subject, and I do not know who was 
driving the motor-car on the occasion 
1eferred to in the Question, From the 
report in The Times, I do not gather that 
the decision was to the effect stated by 
my hon, friend. The conviction appears 
to have been quashed on the ground of 
its uncertainty, in that it did not  suffi- 
ciently allege that an offence had been 
committed by the driver. It might, as I 
understand, have been uphe!d if the 
reference in it to the rule in the regula- 
tions had been omitted, and it had been 


‘alleged that the driver had offended 


against Sub-section (1) of Section 1 of the 
Act. The case does not seem to me to 
show that the existing law is in itself 
defective. 


Post Office—Scales of Pay. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg toask the Postmaster-General what 
reason he can urge for reducing the 
maximum of the scale of sorting clerks 
and telegraphists in certain towns from 
50s, to 48s. per week under his new 
scheme, in view of the discontent existing 
in the service and in view oi the evidence 
given before the Bradford Committee. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SvANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
After careful consideration I came to the 
conclusion that the retention of the class 
rising to 50s. a week is no longer neces- 
sary, the scale rising to 48s. being ade- 
quate for most of the offices in that class, 
I am considering whether the circum: 
stances are such as to warrant some of 
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the offices being transferred to the higher 


class, with a maximum of 52s. Officers 
at present on the scale rising to 503., will, 
of course, retain the right to that maxi- 
mum, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has the 
noble Lord ever heard of such a thing as 
the Bradford Report ? 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. 


Dingwall Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
letters and newspapers posted in Dingwall 
on Wednesday night, or early on Thursday 
morning, are not despatched to Glasgow 
or Edinbu:gh by the first train leaving 
for the South at 7.50 a.m., but are kept 
until the 9.40 a.m. train, with the result 
that they are frequently not delivered 
until Friday morning; and will he con- 
sider the expediency of arranging for a 
despatch from Dingwall by the earlier or 
both trains, 


Lorp STANLEY: Inquiry is being 
made on the question of instituting a 
despatch of muils from Dingwall to 
Glasgow and Edinburgh by the 7.30 a.m. 
train, and I will communicate the result to 
the hon. Member when the inquiry is 
completed. 


Copyright in America. 


Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if any concession on the 
question of copyright has been notified 
by the Government of the United States 
of America, 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to roe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfrairs) ; 
The Answer is in the negative. 


Dangers of Live Rails. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade wh ther his attention 
has been drawn to the public danger 
caused by the laying down of exposed 
tails charged with high electric currents 
without due safeguards ; and, if so, what 
steps he proposes to take to prevent the 
danger of loss of life. 
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Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes, Sir, the Board 
of Trade are fully alive to the dangers 
which may arise from this method of 
traction unless it is adequately safe- 


guarded. As stated in a reply to a 


Question put by the hon. Member for the 
Cleveland Division of Yorkshire on the 
7th ultimo,f recommendations as to the 
steps to be taken to prevent accidents 
from contact with such rails have been 
made from time to time to railway com- 
panies and have been adopted by them, 
and the matter is one that receives 
unremitting consideration from the 
inspecting officers of the Department in 
the course of their duties. 


Royal Naval Reserve—Boy Sailors. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchanze): J beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of ‘lrade whether, 
having regard to the fact that 4,326 boy 
sailors were enrolled in the Royal Naval 
Reserve under the scheme of 18:38, which 
expired on March 3lst, and to the pro- 
bability that under the simpler scheme 
of a c:pitation grant for each boy carried, 
as recently proposed by the Admiralty 
and Board of Trade, the number of such 
enrolments would be greatly increased, 
he will say in what way effect is now 
to be given to the policy of encouraging 
the training of British boys for the 
mercantile marine and as a Reserve for 
the Royal Navy. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: [I am not in a 
position to promise that the scheme will 
be revived in any form, but I fully 
sympathise with the objects for which 
it was framed, and I will take an 
opporiunity of discussing the subject 
generally with my hon. friend the Secre- 
tary to the Admuiraliy. 


London Pupil Teachers and Vaccination— 
Miss Eames’ Case. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education whether 
he is now aware that Miss Eames recently 
gained a London County Council pro- 
bationary scholarship for training as a 
pupil teacher at the Girls’ Grammar 
School, Lewisham, and that after she 
had been at the school three months 
she was informed by the chairman of the 
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education committee of the County | the purpose of Parliamentary grant in 
Council that they would be compelled, | respect of public elementary schools, but 
under the regulations of the Board of | the time devoted to such lessons must 
Education, to cancel her scholarship | not be included in the minimum time 
unless she passed a medical examination | devoted to physical training. 

showing that she had been vaccinated ; 
and, seeing that Miss Eames was not Education Return. 

aware that this condition would be} Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
imposed at the time she competed for) W.): [ beg to ask the Secretary to the 
the scholarship, will he consider the! Board of Education whether he will 
expediency of relaxing the rule. grant the Return relating to Education, 


Taz PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | D°tice of which stands on to-day’s Paper. 


TARY torHe BOARD or EDUCATION|, sili, 
(Sir Wrttr1am Anson, Oxford University) : | Sm WILL{AM ANSON: I have com- 


The Board have received no application on | municated with the other departments 


behalf of Miss Eames, and my knowledge concerned and I find that in the case of 
of the case is confined to newspaper | £°™e of the heads of the Return asked for 


cutting kindly sent to me by the hon. no information can be given, and in the 
Member, I sce no reason for an altera- | °#8¢ of others the only figures available 
tion of the rule in question; it was laid would be of “a misleading kind ; but in 
down by the Board after careful con- any case the system of education and the 
re PC A methods of awarding Parliamentary 
: | grants differ so widely in the different 


Instruction in Swimming in Blementary | Pa'ts of the United Kingdom that any 
Schools. /comparative tables would only produce 


Mr. ERNEST GR AY (West Ham, "erroneous conclusions. Under the circum- 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the | stances I am afraid that the Return 
Board of Education whether the Roard | cannot be granted. 
recognise lessons in swimming, given | ; ie Te tie 
under proper conditions, as part of the} Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Cannot 
minimum time constituting a school at- | the right hon. Gentleman give the 


tendance for the purpose of Parliamentary | #mounts actually voted by Parliament 
grant. for the three grades of education ? 





Str WILLIAM ANSON: The Board) Srr WILLIAM ANSON: L have 
recognise lessons in swimminy, under | nothing to add to my Answer. 
proper conditions, as part of the minimum | 
time constituting a school attendance for) The Return referred to was fol!ows :— 


England and Wales. Scotland. | Ireland. 


1. Elementary Education, total State grant for 
ordinary day schools - - : ; 

2, Cost of administration and inspec tion - - | 
3. Pupils on roll - - - - é : 
4. Average daily attendance” - F 
5. Cost per pupil in average daily attendance - 
6. Number of schools f : 4 : 
7. Number of ce .rtificated t teachers - . - 
8. Average salary of teachers - ; o/h 
9. Total rates and volunt: aly contributi ms - | 
| 

| 

| 


10. Total State grant for Secondary Education - | 
}1. Number of pupils in average attendance 

12. Cost per pupil to State - 

13. Tot il State grants for Univeisities and ( ‘lle; ges 
14. Total number of pupils - F = : 
15. Average cost per student to State - - - 
16 Total granis for al! purposes from State | 
17. Average per head of population - - - | 
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Buckingham Palace—-New Roadway. 

CoLONEL LUCAS (Suffolk, Lowestoft) : 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, 
as representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, it the new road leading from the 
front of Buckingham Palace to Piccadilly 
is to be used for vehicular traffic. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): The Answer is in the negative, 


CoLonEL LUCAS: I hope the noble 
Lord will adhere to that decision. 


Medical Attendance in the House. 

Stir WILLIAM TOMLINSON: TI beg 
to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether there is within the pre- 
cincts of the House any medicine chest 
for use in the case of accident or sudden 
iliness; if so, Where is it kept; who 1s 
responsible for its custody and the re- 
plenishment of the stores ; and when these 
stores were last inspected. 


Lorp BALCARRES: This is not a 
matter in which the First Commissioner 
has any jurisdiction. It appears to be 
one for the authorities of the House. 


Sire WILLIAM TOMLINSON : But is 
there not a medicine chest somewhere in 
the House ? 


Lorp BALCARRES: Yes, one is kept 
in the department of the police. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, 
Who has charge of it ? 


Rye): 


Lorp BALCARRES: The key is kept 
by the constable on duty in the room, 
and he has instructions to allow nobody 
to open the chest except a duly author- 
ised medical man, 


Protection of Scottish Line Fishermen’s 
Interests. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether, with a view to the 
purchase of an additional Fishery Board 
cruiser for the protection of the interests 
of the line fishermen, the Secretary for 
Scotland is saving moneys out of funds 
placed at his disposal for fishery pur- 
poses; and, if so, will he state what 
amount has accumulated. 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourru Sertes.] 
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*Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scort 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Money 
is being saved which may be available 
for the purpose of the purchase of another 
cruiser. ‘The amount so accumulated at 
present stands at over £7,00). 


Return Relating to Government Officials 
in Ireland. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
by what methodsit is intended to ascertain 
the place of education of each salaried 
official in the various Government 
Departments in Ireland; if it is open 
to every such official to decline to 
furnish such information as being solely 
personal to himself; and, if not, to 
what penalty will he be liable in the 
event of his refusal. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Long, Bristol, S.): 
Perhaps I may be permitted to reply to 
this Question. In all cases where this 
information has not already been fur- 
nished to the Department on the occa- 
sion of the appointment, promotion, or 
transfer of an official, the only method 
which the Government could be expected 
to resort to, to obtain it, would be to 
ask the official to supply it. I am 
advised that the Government have no 
legal right to make such a demand, and 
that if they made it the official applied 
to would have every right to decline to 
accede to the demand. It was in con- 
sequence of these reasons that I declined 
to assent to the Return in the first 
instance. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask whether, as the House of 
Commons has ordered this Return, the 
Government will take steps to have the 
order enforced 2 


Mere. WALTER LONG: I can only 
say I have taken the legal advice at my 
disposal, and the Answer I have given 
is the result of that advice. I have no 
power to obtain the information, nor 
has the head of the Department. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say for what 


reason he withdrew his objection to the 
Return 2 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I never did 
withdraw my objection to the Return, 
The Motion came on unexpectedly at 
five minutes totwelve o’clock,when neither | 
I nor the law officers were in the House. | 
In consequence, the Return was ordered | 
by the House. A Motion had been put | 
on the Paper by the Secretary to the | 
Treasury for the rejection of ‘the Re | 
turn, but it did not seem possible to | 
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tenants, and have no claim to reinstate- 
ment. 


Phibbs Estate, County Sligo. 

Me. O DOWD (Sligo, 8.) ae beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland ein he now 
whether the purchase arrange nents of 
the Phibbs Estate of Heathfield, situate 
near Cullooney, county Sligo. have vet 


State 


secure an opportunity for the debate. | been sinetioned by the Estates Com- 


Therefore, | undertook that, so far es I | 
was able to do so, the 


should be provided. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
the right hon, 
suppose that these officials are ashamed | 
to give this information ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have not| 
the slightest reason to suppose anything 
of the kind. I assume they are entitled | 
to their rights and privileges as much | 
as anybody else. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) May r| 
ask the Chief Secretary whether any 
officer refusing to supply this information 
will do so at his own risk ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be 


given of any further Question. 


Lamphier Estate, County Tipperary. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland is he 
aware that in connection with the sale of the 


information | 





Lamphier Estate, at Forlacummin Slievar- 
dagh, county Tipperary, the evicted 
tenants, Messrs. Feehan and M‘Cormae, 
in making application for their reinstate- | 
ment acted in good faith, as they had | 
never assigned their interests in their | 
farms to any person, and that the fact of | 
giving the supposed expenses of the 
sheriff in the contemplated eviction has 
been utilised by the owner as a reason 
for giving over the tenancies to another 
man for the sum of £250; and will he 
see that the Estates Commissioners take 
steps to reinstate these evicted tenants. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
the hon. Member to my reply of 23rd 
Marchf. ‘These Persons are not evicted 
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| missioners; and, if so, will he say 
whether these arrangements include the 
enlargement of uneconomic holding: by 


' the addition of a portion of the waste 
Has | 

| 
Gentleman any reason to/ tenants or 
| evicted. 


from which the 
predecessors — were 


estate 
their 


land on the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No. Sir. 
Until the im-pector’s final report has 
| been received, the information desired in 
the second part of the Question cannot 
be given. 


Window Smashing at Templemore, 
County Tipperary. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware 
that the extra police were withdrawn 
from Barnane, near Templemore, county 
Tipperary, in face of the allegation that 
about six weeks ago a window was 
smashed in daylight in the house of 
George Thompson, tor whose protec tion 
those extra constabulary-men had been 
brought there; is he aware that (eorge 
Thompson goes in day after day 
to Templemore doing his business 
unaccompanied by police ; and under the 
circumstances will he direct that an open 
investigation be held in reg ird to the 
breaking of Mr. Tnompson’s wiadow. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The extra 
police were withdrawn in August, 1903, 
and will be returned to the district 
should the local responsible authorities 
consider such a step necessary. The 
police are pursuing their inquiries, and 
the reply to the concluding inquiry is in 
the negative. 


| Congested ere Board Purchases in 


ounty Kerry. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I begto ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 





~ ot 


ee 








cv 


- Ee we ee OS 


t 











1929 Questions. {10 Aprit 1905} Questions. 1030 


of Ireland whether representations have| Mr. Hughes’ Estate in Queen’s — 
been made tothe Congested DistrictsBoard | \fy, JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny,N.) 
by all the repre entative persons in the |] beg to ask the Chief Secret: wry to ot 
district where the Cragg and Aderone | Lord: Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
farms purchased by the Board are situ-| aware that the estate of Mr. Theodove 
ated, to the effect that it will lead to dis- Augustin Hughes, situate in the Queen’s 
content and trouble if any attempt is! County, has been sold to the tenants 
made to Import new tenants into these under the provisions of the Land Act of 
farms while the evicted tenants are on | 1993: that there were upon the estate 
the spot and desirous of being reinstated ; | two gub-tenants named Marv Whelan and 
and if he can make any arrangement by) Johanna Higsins who had the sfa‘us of 
which the Board can give back thes» | judicial tenants and had had judicial 
farms to Mrs, Esther Cronin and Mr. John | tents fixed, who claimed to be entitled 
M. Lyne, the persons evicted from them. | ;, purchase their farms under the 15:h 
Section of the Land Purchase Act of 
Mz. WALTER LONG: Tam not aware | 1903; and that the result of the negotia- 
tions upon the question was that the estate 
| was sold, leaving these two judicial sub- 
tenants still in the occupation of tenancies 
'on the estate; and, if so, will he say 
what power, if any, the Estates Commis- 
sioners enjoyed to sell the tenancies held 
by these sub-tenants to another tenant 
on the estate, and vest the same in such 
other tenant, as that is what, in effect, 
has been done or sanctioned by the 
Reinstatement of County Kerry Evicted | Rstates Commissioners. : 


whether such representations have been 
received, but, in any event, they would 
not affect the decision which has been 
arrived at. The Board purchased these 
farms for the purpose of migration; 
and it would be against public policy to 
reinstate the ex-tenants. who are default- | 
ing annu'tants. 


Tenants. 
Mr. MURPHY : I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutonant of Ire-| Mr. WALTER LONG: The persons 


land whether it is the intention of the ' named are sub-tenants on the holding of 
Estates Commissioners to take any steps | Thomas Walpole. By direction of the 
in reference to the reinstatement of | Commissioners, the vendor offered to sell 
evicted tenants in county Kerry until) to these sub-tenants the land occupied 
such time as the entire estates from which! hy them. The offers were refused, and 
they were evicted come before them for| the entire hol ling has been vested in 
sale; whether he is aware that such | Walpole. 
procedure will entail in many cases years 
delay to the evicted tenants; and 
whether, under these circumstances, he 
will give directions to the Estates Com- 
missioners to open negotiations with the 
landlords and others for the reinstate- 
ment of evicted tenants, and report the | 
result of such negotiations in due course, 


Irish School House Plans. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the revised 
estimates and plans for new school houses 
in Ireland are yet in the hands of the 


. , . .. |Commissioners of National Education ; 
Mr. WALTER LONG: Under Section , PRE : 
and, if so, when will the approved plans 


2 of the Act of 1903, the 1 restoration of | | be carried into practical operation. 
evicted tenants is ancillary to the sale of | 
an estate and an incident in its disposal, | 
The practice regulating the reinstate- 
ment of such tenants was explained in 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY’ or 
| THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CavEen- 
the recent debates on the subject; and | Disu, Derbyshire, W.): I regret that I 
in the regulations which it is intended to| have nothing to add at present to the 
lav on the Table the matter will on’ aie replies I have already given to 
further dealt with. Questions on this subject. 
2N 2 





| 
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Major Mahony's Estate, County Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any nego- 
tiations for the purchase of the estate 
of Major Mahony, near Caragh, county 
Kerry, have been instituted by the 
Congested Districts Board or the Estates 
Commissioners ; and can he state whether 
the application of Daniel Clifford, an 
evicted tenant on the estate, has been 
considered. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board are 
considering the question of making an 
offer for this estate. The Commissioners 
have received an application from Mr. 
Clifford, which they will consider if the 
estate should come before them. 


Rev. R. Barmingham’s Estate, 
County Roscommon. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.): T 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
negotiations are taking place between 
the Estates Commissioners and the Rev. 
R. Barmingham as to the estate of the 
latter in Roscommon; if so, how far 
these negotiations have proceeded; and 


whether, in view of the fact that there , 


is a quantity of untenanted land on the 
estate, the proceedings for its acquisition 
will be expedited as much as possible. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners understand that an originating 
request for the sale of this estate is 
about to be lodged with them. 


French Estate, County Roscommon. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any negotiations are 
in progress between the Estates Com- 
missioners or the Congested Districts 
Board and the owner of the French 
Estate, Clooneyquin, in the county Ros- 
common; if so, how the matter now 
stands; and whether, as this estate 
contains a quantity of untenanted land 
and adjoins a number of uneconomic 
holdings, the purchase proceedings will 
be pushed forward without delay. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Con- 
gested Districts Board are negotiating 
for the purchase of this estate. 


1\COMMONS} 
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Kilmeedy Schools. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state what reply did the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland 
give on December 8th, 1905, to the appli- 
cation of the manager of the Kilmeedy, 
county Limerick, Schools, for a grant-in- 
aid to build new schools there. 


Mere. WALTER LONG: There is 1 
record of a reply dated December 8th, 
1803. T have sent to the hon. Member 
a copy of the Commissioners’ reply ot 
the 9th of that month. 


Royal Irish Constabulary Names in 
Irish on Carts. 

Mr. SLOAN: I 
the Chief Secretary 
Lieutenant of Ireland 
Inspector - General of the Roya! 
Irish Constabulary has directed the 
members of the ferce not to prosecute 
cases of persons who have inscribed their 
names in the Gaelic language on their 
business vehicles; and, if so, what are 
the reasons for giving certain persons 
exemption from compliance with the law. 


ask 
Lord- 


whether the 


beg 
to 


to 
the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My hon. friend 
has not been correctly informed. No 
exemption has been granted, but the 
Inspector-General has directed that cases 
of the kind shall be reported to head- 
quarters for instructions before institut- 
ing a prosecution. I understand that a 
case is pending for the opinion of the 
Superior Courts as to the legality of the 
practice. 


New Education Rule 127 (b). 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
_ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland 
have vet been able to ascertain what will 
be the probable effects of Rule 127 (b) 1 

an attempt is made to enforce it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As I hav 
|already stated, I intend to investigate 
| this matter during the Easter recess, and 
would therefore ask the hon. Member to 
| defer the Question for the present. 





fr 
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Gurteenrainee Farm, County Tipperary. 


Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Admiral Poe has offered to sell 
the evicted farm of the late Kyran 
M‘Donnell, situated at Gurteenrainee, 
barony of Slievardagh, county Tipperary, 
to the present occupier, through the 
Estates Commissioners ; and, 1! so, will 
le state under what tenure the party in 
possession at present holds the farm; 
how the tenancy was created after Mr. 
M‘Donnell’s eviction; and whether the 
sya of the evicted tenant, Philip 
M‘Donnell, has lodged his claim for 
reinstatement with the Hstates Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. WALTER’ LONG: Philip 
\M‘Donnell’s application has been received 
by the Commissioners, but the estate has 
not come before them, and they have no 
information as to the tenancy of the 
evicted holding. 


Malicious Damage Claims at Limerick. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of freland whether he is aware 
that upon the hearing of two claims by 
farmers for compensation for malicious 
destruction of hay, at Limerick Quarter 
Sessions last week, Head Constable 
Doherty expressed the opinion that the 
hay was burned on behalf of the applicant, 
whereas County Court Judge Adams 
rejected that opinion, which he said was 
unsupported by any tittle of evidence and 
warded the claimant compensation ; and 
whether, with the view of preserving the 
independence of the Constabulary, he will 
direct a full inquiry to be made into the 
circumstances under which the police 
ollicer made these unfounded allegations. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Head 
Constable only expressed the opinion 
complained of aiter he had been pressed 
to doso by the Judge. The police are 
instructed, when giving evidence in such 
cases, to claim privilege if their answer 
would interfere with the administration 
of justice. I am advised that the Head 
Constable would have been justified in 
claiming privilege in this case and declin- 
ing to make a grave criminal charge on 
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suspicion. I am making further inquiry 
into the matter. 


The Estates Commissioners—Instructions 
to Inspectors. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will lay upon the Table 
the instructions issued by the Estates 
Commissioners for the guidance of their 
inspectors, dated February, 1904. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir, I do 
not propose to lay these instructions, 
which were informal, on the Table. 


Mr. DILLON: Then are we not tobe 


allowed to see these instructions at all 2 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs) asked whether 1t was not the 
intention that all these regulations should 
be brought under the cognisance of the 
House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had 
no desire to do other than carry ovt 
the pledges of his predecessor, 


Mr. DILLON : I shall certainly press 
for the publication of these regulations. 


Belfast Mail Service. 

Mr. SLOAN: [ beg to ask tke 
Postmaster-General whether, in view 
of the comparatively small cost of 
sending a supplementary mail bag from 
Belfast via Greenore to London and the 
expressed desire of the railway com- 
panies to give facilities for such a service, 
he will make further inquiries into the 
matter with the view of complying with 
this demand. 


Lorp STANLEY: As I have already 
informed the hon. Member, I am en- 
deavouring to arrange for an improve- 
ment of the present mail service from 
Belfast to England vy way of Larne, and 
I do not consider it worth while to take 
up the question of using the Greenore 
route unless an acceleration of the 
Larne service proves to ve impracticable. 


Armagh Post Office—Catholic Clerk's 
Grievance. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
[ beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he is aware that a Catholic 
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member of the female staff at Armagh 
Post Office requested one hour’s leave 
of absence during the morning of last 
St. Patrick’s Day in order to attend her 
place of worship and was refused it by 
the postmaster, although all the available 
staff work and a capable 
substitute was willing to act for her; 
and whether, seeing no facilities are 
afforded the Catholic officers in Armagh 
for attending divine service on holidays, 
he will take steps to prevent a recurrence 
of this state of things. 


were at 


Lorp STANLEY: I am informed that 
a member of the female staff at Armagh 
Post Office asked for two hours leave of 
absence on the l7th of March (St. 
Patrick’s Day) at a time when a good 
deal of extra work was expected at the 
office. Shedid not say for wat purpose 
the leave was required, nor did she offer 
to provide a substitute; and she was 


informed by the postmaster that she 
could not be spared. 
Aghalee Postal Arrangements. 
Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that, owing to the 


postal arrangements in the rural district 
of Aghalee, county Antrim, the daily 
newspaper cannot be had until the day 
after publication; and that the only 
delivery from the post offices of Aghalee, 
Aghagallon, and Lower  Ballinderry, 
county Antrim, Ireland, takes place at 
6 a.m.: and, if so, will he undertake that 
better postal facilities be provided for 
the people of that district. 


Lorp STANLEY: It is the fact that 
newspapers published in Dublin or Belfast 
cannot be delivered by post the same 
day at the places mentioned. I regret, 
however, that no improvement is practi- 
cable as the cost of the present service is 
so high as to preclude me from ineurring 
additional expenditure for a second post 
in the day. The present delivery, as the 
hon. Member states, begins at 6 a.m., 
and it would be necessary to postpone it 
for at least five hours if the newspapers 
in question had to be included. 


Killarney—Rail and Hotel Tickets. 
Mr. MURPHY: I beg to = ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
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whether it is permissible for the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
of [reland to issue combined rail and 
hotel tickets to Killarney to one hotel 
under private management at prederential 
rates, having regard to the sums paid to 
this railway company by the ratepayers 
of the county Kerry in baronial guaran- 
tees. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The hon. Member 
asks a difficult legal Question upon which 
I um not in a position to express an 
opinion, 


Treatment of Native Races. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the 
recent allegations with reference to the i!l 
treatment of native races in Australia, in 
India, in Nigeria, in South Airica, as well 
as in the Puilippines, and in French, 
(ierman, Congo State, Portuguese terri- 
tories, and elsewhere, His Majesty’s 
Government will take steps to secure the 
appointment of an International Com- 
iaission to inquire into all these matters, 
and tu bring forward recoinmendations t» 
alleviate the condition of the nitive races 
generally, 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tas TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, 4.): In answer to 
the hon. Gentleman I have to say I do 
not think an:thing would be gained by 
entering into dplomatic nezgotiatio's 
with other Powers for the purpose of 
assembling a Conterence on this subject. 


Scotch Education Biil. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
on what day the Second Reading of the 
Seotch Education Bill will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to be 
able to read the Bill a second time next 
week, possibly on Tuesday, but I cannot 
say definitely. 


Scottish Peers and the Franchise. 

MASTER or ELIBANK (Ldinburgh, 
Midlothian): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether. having 
regard to the faet that there are only 
thirty-two Scottish Peers who ace not 
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hereditary Peers of Parliament, sixteen of 
whom are representative Peers, while the 
remaining sixteen are debarred from 
entering either House, are without the 
franchise, and are not permitted to parti- 
cipate in a Parliamentary election, he 
will, under any Redistribution scheme, 
consider the desirability of removing 
these disabilities by placing Scottish 
Peers on the same footing as Irish Peers, 
and thus conferring on certain persons in 
Scotland the political privileges enjoyed 
hy the people at large. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that a question relating to the 
siatus of Scottish Peers could hardly 
be dealt with in a Bill in the manner 
suggested by the hon. Member. 


Management of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
and the Ecclesiastical Commission. 
sign JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 

versity): I beg to ask the First Lord of 

the Treasury whether any of the bene- 
ficed parochial clergy are at the present 
time Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, 
or take any part in its management or 

ii that of the Ecclesiastical Commission; 

and, if not, whether it would be possible 


to alter or remedy this as to either body | 


without an Act of Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam informed 
that in order to alter the constitution of 
Queen Anne’s Bounty it would be neces- 
sary either to have legislation or to have 
a new charter, and that with regard to 
the Ecclesiastical Commission legislation 
is absolutely necessary. In these cir- 
cumstances J think any reform of these 
two bodies ought to be undertaken 
tozether by legislation. My right hon. 
friend will be aware that there was a 
Joint Committee of the two Houses to 
look into the constitution of these two 
bodies and that the Committee recom- 
mended their amalgamation. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, in view of the situ- 
ation created in various parts of Scotland 
by the actions of the Legal Free Church, 
who have practically ignored the fact 
that a Royal Commisson is reporting, he 
will introduce a short Bill to maintain 
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the status quo until the Report of the 
Roval Commission has been received and 
a decision come to by this House in 
regard to the whole matters at issue, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have al- 
ready more than once expressed my 
Views upon this subject, and I have in- 
formed the House how much I regret the 
action which has been taken in certain 
cases with reference to the first of the 
two Commissions appointed by His 
Majesty’s Government. I do not think, 
however, the course suggested by the 
hon. Gentleman of having interim legis- 
lation is at all practicable. All we can 
do is to do our best to bring forward such 
logislative project as soon as we have 
before us the Report of the Elgin Com- 
mission, which Report, I trust, will not 
be long delayed. 


Foreign Trawlers Regulation Bill. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to resolu- 
tions by the Convention of Royal Burghs 
in Scotland, and by many meetings of 
fishermen at Buckie and elsewhere on 
the coast, condemning the fishing, by 


trawlers registered in foreign ports 
within forbidden waters; and whether 
the Government will take steps, by 


affording faclities for the Foreign 
Trawlers Regulation Bill or otherwise, 
for remedying the alleged grievance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
is one of very great difficulty, raising 
questions of domestic importance as well 
as of policy in conrection with our 
relations with foreign Powers, and I do 
not think in the present state of public 
business I can promise the hon. Member 
what he asks for. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether, in view of notices to give up 
possession of their manses on May 28th 
being served on ministers of the United 
Free Church of Scotland, the Government 
will take immediate action on the Elgin 
Report, and, if necessary, wi'l introduce 
a suspensory Bill. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 


Before the right hon. Gentleman answers, 
may I inquire whether the Government 
has recently receivedthe Elgin Report and 
whether, if it is not so, the House may 
take it that, at the earliest moment aiter 
it has been received, the Government 
will legislate on the subject. 


Educat ‘on (Provision 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have not 
received the Elgin Report. Ishould like 
to ask the hon. Gentleman what he 
means by “‘ the earliest possible moment.” 
T presume the Elgin Report will not 
only deserve, but require, consideration, 
and until we have given it that con- 


sideration legislation would be prema- | 


ture, 


Mr. BUCHANAN: May Lask whether, 
if there is to be a delay in carrying out 
the recommendations of the Elgin Com- 
mission, the right hon. Gentleman will 
consider the propriety of passing 
suspensory legislation, especially in 
view of the recent action taken in regard 
to the eviction from manses in Scotland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The supple- 


mentary Question of the hon. Gentleman | 


is of a hypothetical character, and the 
particular hypothesis on which he goes 
is that we shall not be able to introduce 
legislation based on the recommendations 
of the Elgin Commission. I should hope 
that that will not be the case; but if it 
is the case I shall be glad to consider 
any alternative course which may be 
open to us under those circumstances. 


Army Recruiting. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the | 


First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Defence Committee approve of a double 
system of recruiting necessitated by 
foreign-service and short-service Armies ; 
and will he allow the House, without the 
intervention of the Government Whips, 
to express its opinion of the scheme. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : It is a question 
which would not come before the Defence 
Committee at all: it is entirely in the 


Departmental province of the Secretary | 


of State for War. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman reply to the second part 
of my Question. 


{COMMONS} 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the hon. 
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of Meals) Bill. 


Gentleman suggest that any question 
dealing with the Army and Navy is not 
to be under the direction of the Govern- 
ment ? Because I cannot assent to that. 


London Rates. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to 
‘ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the rise in the rates 
levied by the borough councils of London, 
especially in poorer districts, he will 
cause an inquiry to be held into the cause 
or need of this increase and the possibility 
of further equalising the burden over the 
whole of London. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Tam informed 
that a considerable rise in the rates which 
has talen place in the County of London 
is being inquired into by the Local 
Government Board. Legislation would be 
required to carry out the suggestion of 
the hon. Gentleman. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: Will any 
| steps be taken, by legislation or otherwise, 
to prevent the enormous borrowing that is 
going on. 





Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I do 
| not think it would be possible by legisla- 
‘tion to prevent that; at any rate no 
scheme for preventing it has ever been 
brought to my notice. ‘This, like other 
| questions connected with local finance, 
| must in the last resort be left to the good 
‘sense and discretion of the ratepayers. 
If the ratepayers do not pay attention to 
'their duties, no doubt not only con- 
| siderable local but national inconvenience 
will arise. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: Is it not 
the fact that in many cities there is a 
limit put to the amount which can 
| be borrowed. 


[No Answer was returned.] 


EDUCATION ‘(PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL. 


Order for Second Reading To-morrow 
read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


‘ 





EF 
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NEW BILLS, 


MORTGAGE OF PREMISES BILL 
* To amend the Law in regard to the 
Mortgaging of Premises containing trade 
machinery,” presented by Sir William 
Holland; supported by Mr. Crombie and 
Mr, Parkes; to be read asecond time 
upon Friday, and to be printed. [Bi'l 


157.] 
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INFECTIOUS DISEASES (IRELAND) BILL. 
“To make further provision towards 
the prevention of Infectious Diseases in 
Ireland, presented by Mr. Walter Long ; 
supported by Mr. Attornes-General for 
Ireland; to be read a second time To- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 159.] 


(Ways and Means). 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (WAYS AND 


MEANS). 
Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the Proceedings of the Committee of Ways 





BILLS OF EXCHANGE BILL, and Means, if under consideration at 
“To provide tor the registration of dis- [Twelve o'clock this night, be not in- 
honoured Bills of Exchange, and to terrupted under the Standing Order 
wiow summary judgment thereon.” (Sittings of the House).”—(Mr. A. J. 
presented by Sir William Holland; Balfour.) 
supported by Mr. Crombie and Mr. 


Parkes; to be read a second time upon 


Friday, and to be printed. 


Ags-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agaew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnoid-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. vohn 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lorc 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Geraid W( Leeds 
Palfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George GC. T. 
Jathurst, Hon. Ailen Benjamin 
Seach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Nir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bizwood, James 
Kingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftitb 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F. (Midd’s’x 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropshire 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Campbell, Rt Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R.F. (N. Lanes ) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 


[Bill 158,] 181. 


AYES. 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, N.) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dairymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar, Sir. P..( Tower Hamlets) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynderv, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Rt Hon.SirJosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,sirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt Hon. A. Akers- 
Kiliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
| Faber, George Denison (York) 


Fardell, Sir ‘IT. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, Rt.Hon. George H. 


| Finlay, Sir RB.(inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
| Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fison, Frederick William 
Fitz Gerald,Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Gartit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) | 


| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 





The House divided :—Ayes, 255; Noes. 
(Division List No. 128.) 


Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’ nd’ nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Sir J. (Statfords. N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Rt HnH.(Somers't, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, John( Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., tottenham) 
Hozier,Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kennaway, RtHn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbighs 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir H. Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar ((+lasgow) 
Lawrence,SirJoseph( Monm th) 
Lawson, HnH.L.W,( Mile End) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir E. (Birkenhead) 


| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham) 
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Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Ive:,SirLewis (Edinburgh, W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Maxwell, R tHnsirH.E.(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sit H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon... Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose. Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry. E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 


Business of the House 
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Percy, Earl 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Leid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
tutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H.S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, AbelH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H. C.(Nort’mb,Tynesida 


NOES, 


Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Char. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Ellice,Capt E C(S. Andrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Sir FrancisH.( Maidstone 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhcoly, James 


| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn | 


Grant, Corrie 
Hammond, Joha 
| Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


(Ways and Means). 
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{ Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 
Stanjey,Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
| Stanley, RtHon. Lord( Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col SirC. E. H.(Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick ( Bristol,N.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow 
Wilson-Todd,SirW.H.( Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt Hon. C. B.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood anc 
Viscount Valentia. 


Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

Higham, John Sharpe 

Hobhouse, C. E. H.( Bristol,E.) 

Holland, Sir William Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, P.J.( Westmeath, N.) 
| Kennedy, Vincent(P.Gavan,W.) 
' Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W. | 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 

Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington: 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 
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Lundon, W. 

Lyel!, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

MtHugh, Patrick, A. 

WeKean, John 

Wehkenna, Reginald 

WKillop, W. (Sligo, North,) 
Mooney, John J. 

ley, RtHon.J.(Montrose) 
Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Yannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Yorman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
0-Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

)- Brien, Kendal( Tipp’ rary Mid 





Loss, 
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O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

%ea, Russell 

teckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
tose, Charles Day 

tunciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seely, Maj. J. E. B.(Isle of Wight) 


Shackleton, David James 
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Sullivan, David 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tenant, Harold John 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan. 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, ArthurWalters (N. Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 





O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
)'Connor, James (Wicklow,W. Sheehy, David 


O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

0 Dowd, Jonun 

O'Kelly, Conor, (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


Slack, John 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 
*Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 


CHEQUER (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): In rising to make 
the Budget statement for another vear I 
cannot but recall the singular kindness 
whith the Committee showel to me a 
vear azo, and I venture to hope that 
they will extend to me a similar in- 
dulgence on the present occasion. 
Happily, the account which I have now 
to give of the national finances is less 
unfavourable than that which it was my 
duty to present a vear ago. At that time 
the year which had justclosed had resulted 
ina heavy deficit, and the resources of 
our then existing taxation were inade- 
quate, not merely to make good any 
part of the realised deficiencies, but even 
io meet the requirements of the estimated 
expenditure of the new year. To-day I 


1 
nh 


meet the Committee under happier 
auspices. The results of the past year, 
though lending no support to the 


exaggerated expectations which, I fear, 
have been formed in many quarters, are 
at least sufficient to show that we have 
turned the corner, and that we have 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R( Northants) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 


Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddersf’ d 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr 
Jloyd- George and Mr. 
MeCrae. 


done something more than establish an 
equilibrium between expenditure ani 
revenue. 


THE RESOURCES OF THE YEAR 1904-5, 

The year 1904-5 was one of varying 
fortunes. It began badly, and in the 
earlier portion of the year it seemed as if 
our hopes were once again doomed to 
disappointment. Fortunately, as time 
went on the prospects improved. A new 
and bountiful crop of cotton has effaced 
the shortage of the previous year and has 
brought a rush of work and employment 
in the great Lancashire industry which 
depends upon the plentiful supply of that 
staple not merely for its prosperity, but 
almost for its vervexistence. Shipbuilding, 
which had experienced a period of sharp 
depression, is now showing some signs of 
recovery. The shipping trade itself, 
though still continuing depressed, and 
though freights remain very low, is, I 
think, also showing some indication of a 
better state of things, of which we may, 
perhaps, detect the first effect in the 
considerable orders for new ships which 
have lately been placed. The same 
intelligent anticipation of a better future 
is to be found in the slight improve- 
ment in the iron and steel trade which 
was noticeable in the closing monthsof last 
year and the earlier months of the present 
year. For these industries, with the 
shipping trade, provide the instruments of 
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production and distribution, and are the 
first to feel the effect of any rise or fall in 
the commercial barometer. They are, 
therefore, some indication of the opinion 
entertained by those most competent to 
judge with regard to the trade prospects 
of the immediate future. The reviving 
prosperity of South Africa is another cir- 
cumstance in our favour: and the pros- 
pect of cheaper money and the moderate 
recovery which has recently taken place 
in the price of securities have served to 
give some elasticity to our revenue from 
stamps, and have gone some way to make 
good the fall which took place in the early 
portion of the year in the revenue derived 
irom the death duties. But, though 
we may take some comfort from these 
indications of a better state of things, and 
though we may hope that we are recover- 
ing from the depression which began in 
1901, and are on the path of a moderate 
but steady recovery, it cannot be said that 
the year 1904-5 was a satisfactory one, 
either from the point of view of commerce 
and industry, or from the point of view of 
finance. In many of our staple trades 
the depression of the previous vear was 
continued and even accentuated in 1904. 
[ have again to chronicle the absence of 
any serious labour disputes. which is due 
in large part to the growing use of boards 
of conciliation and sliding scales to adjust 
wages questions. But employment again 
declined and wages fell in sympathy. 
Altogether it would appear that 1904 was 
a worse year both for employment and 
trade than any of its immediate prede- 
cessors, and the accumulated effects of 
the*depression of recent years are visible 
in the marked increase of pauperism and 
distress which the past winter has 
witnessed. It was only in the concluding 
months of the yeat that any indications 
of recovery were visible; and _ that 
recovery came too late, and up to the 
present time has been too slight to pro- 
duce any marked effect on the revenue. 
RESULTS OF THE PAST YEAR. 

The results of the past year are 
already in the hands of hon. Members. 
After allowing for the changes intro- 
duced into the Budget during its passage 
through this House, I estimated the 
revenue at £143,390,000, and it has 
actually realised £143,370,000, a differ- 
ence of only £20,000 on these high figures. 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


‘COMMONS} 
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So near an approximation between the 
actual result and the estimate framed 
twelve months before isindeed remarkable. 
But I confess that I should feel more 
satisfied if that close correspondence in 
the aggregates had not been accompanied 
by an equally rem«rkable divergence in 
many of the details of which the result is 
composed. Customs fell short of my 
estimate by £500,000. Sugar, in spite of 
the shortage of supply and the high 
prices prevailing during the latter part of 
the vear realised £180,000 more than I had 
expected. Had it not been for the failure 
of the Continental beet crop it would 
very largely have exceeded my anticipa- 
tions, and though under present circum- 
stances it is necessary to make a cautious 
estimate of the vield from this source 
of revenue in the current year, it 
promises to be an expanding revenue 
in future vears, when good harvests shall 
have restored prices to their normal 
level. Tea fell short of my estimate by 
£210,000. The greater portion of this 
deficiency occurred in the last quarter 
of the year, and may perhaps be attri- 
butable mainly to the holding back of 
dutiable goods on the chance that some 
relief might now be available. Tobacco 
has again done well. It has produced 
nearly £600,000 more than in the _pre- 
ceding year, and a quarter of a tnillion 
more than my estimate. That, | think, 
is @ not unsatisfactory result for a trade 
which I was told | had reduced to stag- 
nation. The coffee group shows a slight 
falling off, and dried fruits give a slight 
increase. Coal has produced £5'),000 
more than the estimate, realising 
£2,050,000. The past year has been a 
record one in the exportation of coal, 
whether we regard the export as a whole 
ot confine our attention to that portion 
of coal which is subject to the tax; 
and that in spite of the fact that the 
lower prices prevailing have brought a 
larger portion of the export within 
the limits of exemption and have 
excluded it from the purview of the tax. 
THE DECREASE IN WINE AND ITS CAUSES. 

Wine has done badly. As I said last 
year, the wine duties have for many 
years been a falling source oi revenue. 
Instead of the small increase of £14,000, 
fer which I estimated, the revenue from 
wine shows a further decline of £146,000. 
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This may in part be due to a change in 
taste; it is undoubtedly in part owing to 
lessened purchasing power among the 
consuming classes. But it is also sug- 
gested to me by those in the trade that 
it is in part due to the growing competi- 
tion, largely, as they allege, a fraudulent 
competition, of wines made in this 
country. It is asserted that there is a 
very considerable amount of wine manu- 
factured in this country, partly from 
imported grape must, more largely from 
currants and raisins, and that this wine, 
known to the trade as “basis” wine, is sold 
to the British consumer partly as it Stands, 
but more commonly in mixture with im- 
ported wine, under the names of genuine 
imported wines. By my instructions 
the Inland Revenue have mide careful 
inquiry into this matter, and have 
received material assistance froin most of 
those concerned in the matter one way or 
the other. [am bound to say that I think 
the allegations made are very much ex- 
aggerated, though probably a consider- 
able amount of fraud is practised upon 
the British consumer and on foreign and 
colonial wine producers by the sale of 
these spurious wines under names to 
which they have no right. But the infor- 
mation at our disposal is at the present 
time too meagre to allow of anv large 
measures of reform or large changes in 
our system being proposed to the Com- 
mittee, though I think it would be 
desirable that we should bring the manu- 
facturers of this British wine under 
revenue observation and control by impos- 
lng upon them an obligation to take out a 
licence at a smal) fee, similar to that which 
isexacted from the makers of British vine- 
gar for the protection of the revenue. 
That, however, is a matter with which I 
do not propose to deal in the present 
Budyet; it must remain for consideration 
by the Committee and the House on 
another occasion. 


So far the gains and losses on the 
Customs revenue pretty nearly equalised 
one another, though there is a_ slight 
balance in favour of the gains. : 


THE FALL IN FOREIGN SPIRITS. 

But the most serious fall in this portion 
ot our revenue has been in that which is 
oe : ; z : ; 
derived from the importation ot foreivn 
splits, which show a deficiency of no less 


{10 ApriL 1905} 
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than £618,000. In 1903-4 the net receipts 
from imported spirits were £4,458,000, 
and I estimated for a revenue from the 
same source in 1904-5 of £4,450,009; the 
actual vield has been only £5,840,000, and 
of that deficiency no less than five-sixths 
occurred in the single article of foreign 
plain spirits. This was due to the same 
causes which have affected the price of 
sugar in the past few months—that is, 
the climatic conditions, which caused the 
failure of the potato and the beet crops. 
In 1904 the croy: of potatoes in Germany 
was 198,090,000 ewt. less than in 1903, 
and as much as 312,000,000 ewt. less 
than in the plentiful year 1901. In 1902, 
when the surplus potatoes of 1901 had 
no doubt been turned into spirits, the 
import value here of German plain spirits 
was only 6s. 9d. per proof gallon. In 
1904, when the German potato crop was 
the shortest of recent years, the price had 
risen to 14s. 5d. The demand for spirit 
in Germany absorbed the major portion 
of the production, and at the prices 
prevailing that country was apparently 
unable to compete with home-made 
spirits. I now pass from Customs to 
Excise. 
EXCISE, 

Excise, I am sorry to say, also failed 
to realise my expectations. Beer was 
expected to produce £13.100,000; it has 
reached a total of £12,680,000. Spirits, 
from which I anticipated a revenue of 
£17,700,000, have produced only 
£17,360,000, in spite of the marked 
decline in the importation of foreign 
spirits to which I have just alluded, which 
should naturally have produced a corres- 
pending rise in the production of British 
spirits. Taking once again Customs and 
Excise together, the combined revenue 
from beer and spirits has fallen by no less 
than £1,370,000 below the estimate, an 
estimate, | may add, which took no credit 
for the increase of consumption which 
might normally be expected to follow 
from the growth of population, but 
was itself actually below the net receipts 
of the preceding year. 


DECLINE IN SPIRITS AND BEER 
CONSUMPTION. 


THE 


This continued decline in the growth of 
revenue from alcohol in its various forms 
will give rise to various reflections, 
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according as to whether for the moment 
we are most concerned with the moral 
and sovial condition of the country or 
with the balance-sheet of the national 
accounts. Last vear, in attempting to 
account for an even greater decline, | 
attributed some part of it to the charac- 
ter of the seasons, and some part of it 
to diminished spending power among the 
masses of the people. No doubt within 
the last twelve months their spending 
power has not increased; but from 
further experience [ think we must look 
to more permanent causes for the full 
explanation of the remarkable decline 
that has taken place in recent years in 
the consumption of alcohol, It is of 
course impossible to discriminate posi- 
tively and precisely between the relative 
importance of the diminished power of 
purchasing, and the diminished desire to 
consume in producing this result; but 
there are some signs which I think make 
it necessary that we should attribute to 
the latter factor no small share in the 
decline. It used to be considered that a 
good harvest was worth a considerable 
sum to the beer revenue; yet a good 
summer and plentiful crops last year 
produced no appreciable effect on the 
collection; and it is at least significant 
that the great revival of trade in 
the last six months in Lancashire, 
though not counterbalanced by in- 
creased depression elsewhere, has done 
nothing to check the decline. Taking 
calendar vears for the purposes of com- 
parison, because they are less liable than 
financial years to disturbance by changes 
or anticipated changes in the rate of 
duty, I find that the consumption per 
head both of spirits and of beer was 
less in 1904 than in any one of the list 
fifteen vears, and that since 1900 the 
decline has been continuous. ‘The con- 
sumption of spirits per head of the popu- 
lation in 1900 was 1°09 gallons, and by 
1904 it had sunk to 95 of a gallon. The 
consumption of beer, which in 1900 was 
314 gallons per head of the population, 
had decreased last year to 29 gallons, 


A CHANGE IN THE HABITS OF THE 
PEOPLE. 

The fact seems to be that we are 
witnessing a change in the habits of the 
people of which we shall have to take 
account In any consideration of our 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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financial system. I do not refer merely 
to the growth of a public opinion through- 
out all classes of the community whi-h 
condemns drunkenness as disgraceful and 
disgusting. The prosperity of the trade 
and the revenue derived from it never 
have depended, and never will depend 
‘ * 4 i > 
upon the drunkard. But I think tha: 
the mass of our people are beginni:y 
to find other ways of expending somo 
portion of the time and money whic! 
used previously to be spent in the public: 
house. No change has been more re- 
markable in the habits of the people 
than the growing attendanees in the last 
fiiteen years at outdoor games and spo-ts 
and at places of public entertainment, like 
the theatres and the music-halls, which, 
though not conducted on strictly tem- 
perance lines, yet do not lend themselves 
to the consumption of drink, or offer that 
as their chief attraction. Again, the 
extension of cheap railway fares an the 
enormous growth of cheap excursions, 
which are so marked a feature in the 
holidays of the present time, absorb a 
further portion of the money that used 
formerly to be expended on drink. [an 
inclined to believe that the progress of 
temperance Owes more to the operation 
of these causes than to any measures, 
however desirable in themselves, which 
this House has seen fit to take. I think 
it will interest the Committee to hear 
some extracts from a report on this sub- 
ject which I have received from an 
Inland Revenue supervisor of experience 
stationed at Leeds. He says— 

“There are seventy-one brewers in this dis- 
trict, and at least sixty of these are publicans 
or beer retailers. It is the genera! opinion 
that a wave of sobriety is passing over the 
country, and the working and middle classes, 
instead of spending their holidays in the public- 
house, take advantage of the cheap excursion 
trains and cheap tramway fares, while in the 
evening they visit the music-halls or other 
places of amusement. Many publicans attri- 
bute their falling receipts entirely to the latter 
cause, and to the extension of the custom of 
giving two nightly performances. ‘To verify 
certain statements, I visited severa! public- 
houses on the August Bank Holiday, and I found 
them practically empty. I visited the railway 
station and found that every excursion train 
was packed, and that the departing trains with 
their heavy loads appeared to have no visible 
effect on the crowds on the platform, owing 
to the steady influx of holiday makers. ‘There 
was no indication of the want of money so 
long as it was required for pleasure or amuse- 
ment.” 
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He goes on to- say that on the 
August Bank Holiday one of the largest 
publicans in the district went holiday- 
mak ng to a secside resort, and called 
upon a friend in the same trate. They 
went for a walk on the promenade, and 
the visitor, struck by the enormous 
crowds, sugge ted to his friend that trade 
must be very brisk. The local publican 
denied it, and, pointing to the people on 
the beach and their packets of provisions, 
said: ‘‘ Look at them! they bring their 
nosebags with them. They spend nothing 
here except for adm ss‘on to the pier or 
tower; all their money has gone in rail- 
way fares.” The supervisor from whom 
| am quoting states that similar reports 
reach him from other places, and adds— 

**[T am convinced that the revenue from beer 
and spirits has reached the high-water mark 
ind is falling, and will continue todoso. Any 
increase of wages in the future will be expended 
in pleasure and amusement, and noton drink.” 

That conclusion is expressed in terms 
more absolute than I should be inclined to 
adopt. Ido not doubt that with reviving 
prosperity our revenue from this source 
may regain some measure of its old 
elasticity ; but [ do not think that we 
can count upon it in future to bear so 
large a proportion of our expenditure as 
it has borne in the past. That is a factor 
with which we shall have to count. It 
is a change which may bring unmixed 
satisfaction to nearly every Member of 
the House except the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, but it leaves a gap in our 
financial system which we shall have to 
find other means of filling. 


THE INDIRECT TAXPAYER. 


It is one of the objects of any*system 
of national taxation that every member 
of the community should contribute his 
fair share of the expenditure of a Govern- 
inent, Which in the last resort is con- 
trolled and directed by the popular will. 
But it is obvious that such a change as I 
have described without any change in 
taxation, may upset the financial equili- 
brium, and by altering the proportionate 
burdens of different classes or individuals 
tmay render inequitable and unjust a 
system of taxation which in other times 
and with other tastes was both fair and 
reasonable. I remember that when my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Bristol imposed the duty on sugar an 
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hon. Member confided to me that for the 
first time he had become an indirect tax- 
paver. Heneitherdrank alcohol, nor did 
he smoke; coflee he never touched, and 
tea disagreed with him. An occasional 
cup of cocoa may perhaps have 
coutributed some small toll to the 
revenue; but for the rest he went scot 
free. {do not doubt that the hon. Mem- 
ber was grateful to my right hon. friend 
for the opportunity which he afforded 
him of contributing more nearly his fair 
share to our national revenue; but it is 
clear that if the principles or the tastes 
of that hon. Member were to prevail 
among large sections of the people, our 
present distribution of taxation would 
become increasingly unfair, and others 
besides my right hon. frien] the Member 
for West Bristol might be obliged to 
call new taxes into existence to redress the 
balance of the old. For the present, how- 
ever, I only desire to call the attention of 
the Committee to a tendency which 
appears to me to be of importance in any 
review of our national finances, and which 
has left its mark on the results of the 
preceding year. 


PROPORTIONS DIREC r 
INDIRECT TAXATION, 


RELATIVE 
AND 


OF 


In my Budget Estimate I anticipated 
that, excluding the tax on coal 51°8 per 
cent. of our tax revenue would be 
derived from indirect taxes. wing to 


the circumstinces [ have menritioned, 
hey have contributed only 50°9 per 
cent. 

Customs and Excise having disap- 


pointed my expectations, it is to direct 
taxation that I owe the near approxi- 
mation of the a:tual receipts to my 
Budget Estimate. Death duties, it is 
true, produced only £12,550,000, or 
£65,000 less than I had anticipated. 
The result must be ascribed in the main 
to the fact that we were less than 
usually fortunate—I hope the Committee 
will pardon me that expression — in 
the carlier portion of the year, in 
the matter of large estates. Stamps 
began badly, but they more than made 
good the deficit of the earlier months 
in the latter portion of the year. 
They produced £150,000 more than 
our Estimate, or £7,700,000. Land tax 
and house duty show an excess of 
£100,000, , 
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INCOME-TAX. 

But the great gain in direct tax- 
ation is due to the income-tax, which 
exceeded my Estimate by £1,250,000, 
yielding £31,250,C00 in the course of the 
year. So much attention has been called 
to the increased yield of the income-tax 
and so much misconception appears to 
be abroad in regard to the matter that 
I hope I shall have an early opportunity 
of going fully into the question. For 
the present I think I shall best consult 
the wishes and the not unnatural im- 
patience of the Committee if I pass 
briefly over the subject. I have to 
admit at once two errors in the estimate 
which I made. In the first place I un- 
doubtedly overrated the decline which was 
to be expected from the inclusion in the 
averages, by which a large portion of the 
tax is collected, of what was on the whole 
a bad year in place of what had been a 
very good one; and, in the second place, 
I made no allowance at all for the in- 
creased efficiency of collection which has 
been going on for some years, but which 
was undoubtedly largely stimulated by 
the new instructions issued by the 
Board of Inland Revenue to the col- 
lectors in the month of September last. 
As I say, I do not doubt that I shall 
have an opportunity of giving the House 
full information on the subject, and of 
making the explanation which I wish 
to do, before very long. For the present 
I confine myself to the statement that 
those instructions were issued by the 
Board of Inland Revenue in the exercise 
of their ordinary discretion, without any 
regard to the circumstances of this 
particular year, and without any hint 
or suggestion from me. Iam, of course, 
absolutely responsible for them — I take 
the whole responsibility. But I think, 
having regard to what has been said 
and suggested outside, that the 
Committee ought to know that these 
instructions were not the result of 
the pressure of a needy Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, but were the 
ordinary action of the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue in pursuit of a policy 
which they had long been following. I 
estimate that owing to the steps which 
were taken the receipt for the past vear 
has been increased by £800,000, and the 


arrears left over for collection in the 
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present year have been correspondingiy 
diminished. I may add, and [ think it 
will interest the Committee to know it, 
that since 1901 there has been a steady 
diminution in the amount of arrears per 
penny of tax left over for collection in 
the next financial year. Thus, in 190]. 
they were £567,000 per penny of tax: in 
1902 they fell by £28,000 to £539,000: 
in 1903 they fell by no less than £89,000 
to £450,000; in 1904 they fell by £34,000 
to £416,000; while this year I estimate, 
on the best calculation that I can make 
at the present, time that they have 
further fallen by £66,000, and will stand 
for the current year at £350,000 per 
penny of tax. The Committee will 
therefore sce that this has been a move- 
ment of steady progress for some years 
past and that it is no sudden or new 
departure, but the natural development 
and consequence of a policy which we 
have for some time been pursuing. That 
concludes my review of the revenue of 
the past year, I am afraid an unusually 
long one, but there were some features 
in it which [ thought might be of 
exceptional interest to the Committee. 


1504-5, 

I will now turn to the other side of the 
account. I budgeted for an expenditure 
of £142,880,000, including the amount 
estimated to be required for the military 
operations in Somaliland. The actual 
issues, inclusive of further small Supple- 
mentary Estimates voted in the present 
session, have amounted, however, 
only to £141,956,000, or £924,000 less 
than my estimate. To complete the 
comparison of the previous years, and to 
give the House a statement of the avgre- 
gate expenditure of the State, we must 
add to those figures the amount collected 
and applied in relief of local rates—namely 
£9,813,000—and in expenditure on capital 
account for works authorised by Parlia- 
ment, which we financed during the course 
of the year to the extent of £8,069,000. 
The interest and Sinking Fund for these 
loans is, as the Committee knows, sepa- 
rately provided for in the Votes of the dit- 
ferent Departments on whose account the 
loans are made, Adding these amounts to 
the total which I have already given, we 
arrive at a sum of £159,838,000 as the 
aggregate expenditure of the State during 


> 


EXPENDITURE OF 
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the year on revenue and capital accounts 
combined. 
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THE REALISED SURPLUS, 


Returning now to the Exchequer ac- 
count,we find that the result is that, witha 
revenue of £143,370,000 and an expendi- 
ture chargeable against it of £141,956,C00, 
we close the year with a surplus of 
£1,414,000, compared with a Budget 
Estimate of £510,000, Tuais realised sur- 
plus of nearly a £1,500,000 becomes 
Old Sinking Fund, and will be applied 
under the provisions of the Sinking Fund 
Act, 1875, in accordance with the state- 
ment I made last year to the Committee, 
to strengthen our balances. We shall thus 
almost exactly make good the draft made 
upon them by the deficit of the previous 
year. Iam glad to say that our balances 
are now ina much better position than 
they were a year ago. Westaried the year 
with a nominal balance of £4,264,000, 
but of this £2,000,000, or nearly one- 
half, represented a temporary loan from 
the Bank which has since been repaid, so 
that the real balance on March 31st last 
was £2,264,000. But in 1903-4 we had ad- 
vanced on capital account £2,000,000 more 
than the National Debt Commissioners 
could at that time provide, and this sum 
has since been repaid. We have also exer- 
cised the powers of borrowing on [x- 
chequer Bonds conferred on us by the 
Capital Expenditure Act of last year to 
the extent of £6,000,000, and of the amount 
so realised we have still in hand £843,000. 
The realised surplus of the past year gave 
us, as I have explained, £1,414,000, and 
‘na cordance with the provisions ot the 
Finance Act of last year we obtained a 
further sum of £1,000,C00 by the realisa- 
tion of Consols standing to the credit of 
the Unclaimed Dividend Account. From 
the total of £7,521,000 which we have 
thus obtained we have to deduct the dis- 
count of £86,000 paid on the renewal of 
various Exchequer Bonds, and a sum of 


{10 Aprit 1905} 


and Means. 1058 
YHE DEBT. 
I turn now to the Debt. And once 


again I must distinguish, as we have 
done in previous years, between what 
we are accustomed to describe as the 
dead-weight debt and the debt incurred 
for the purposes of public defence or 
improvement, such as naval and military 
works and public buildings and the like. 
Sir, the distinction is doubly sound, 
because, in the first place, the latter 
debt has, as the Committee are 
aware, its own provision for Sinking 
Fund and interest which is charged 
upon the Votes of the Department which 
has expended the money, and it stands 
wholly outside the dead-weight debt for 
the service of which the Fixed Debt 
Charge is provided. In the second place, 
we hold against that debt assets in 
the shape of the works constructed by 
means of that expenditure, which will 
outlast the currency of the debt itself. 
During the year this portion of the debt 


has been very largely increased. At the 
beginning of the year it stood at 


£31,868,000; by the close of the year it 
had reached a total of £41,664,000, an 
increase of £9,796,000. It is perhaps 
scarcely necessary for me to remind the 
Committee that the whole of the under- 
takings on which that money is expended 
had received the approval of the House 
in previous sessions, and that no increase 
of our liabilities was incurred during the 
past year. I have more than once ex- 
pressed my own view to the Committee 
that, however necessary it was to have 
recourse to this method to make good 


jthe arrears of past years or to meet 


circumstances of an exceptional and ex- 
traordinary kind, it ought not to form 
part of our permanent financial system. 
We have, of course, still to complete the 
works which Parliament has already 


‘sanctioned and to take whatever steps 


£5,000, by which our temporary ad- ' 


vances exceeded our repayments, making 


altogether £91,000, and leaving us a! 


balance of £7,430,000 with which to com- 
mence the present year, It may perhaps 
interest the Committee to know that the 
India Council took up £1,200,000 of 
Treasury Lills, which had to be renewed 
in the course of the year. 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourtn Sertes.] 


are necessary in order to fulfil the obli- 
gations which Parliament has already 
incurred; but I hope that it will not be 
necessary to extend the programme 
which has already been approved. I 
hold that this procedure should be 
reserved for exceptional occasions. The 
dead-weight debt on March dlst, 1904, 
stood at £762,630,000. In the course of 
the twelve months the funded debt has 
been reduced by £1,950,000, the esti- 


mated liability on terminable annuities 
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by the amount of the £2,000,000 which 
we borrowed temporarily from the Bank 
the year before in order to strengthen 
our balance. The total reduction of the 
dead-weight debt in the course of the 


twelve months has therefore been 
£7,558,000. At the close of the vear 


this debt stood at £755,072,000. With 
that statement I finish my review of the 
past year and I turn to the prospects of 
the present year, 


PROSPECTS OF THE PRESENT YEAR. 


The current year’s services charged on 
the Consolidated Fund amounted to 
£29,780,000. Supply services, for which 
Estimates have already been laid be- 
fore Parliament, amount to £111,252,000, 
making altogether a total estimated ex- 
penditure on that account of £141,032,000. 
To arrive at-the total expenditure of 
the vear we have to addthe money 
which will be collected and applied to 
local purposes, amounting to £9,756,000, 
and the amount required for expendi- 
ture on works charged to capital, 
which I provisionally estimate at 
£9,000,000. [shall be prepared at a later 
date to give the Committee full 
details as to the estimates of this expendi- 
ture, but I have not at the present time 
means at my disposal to do more than 
give them the total in round numbers. 
The total sum, therefore, for which the 
State has to provide in the current year 
is £159,788,000, of which £141,032,000 is 
chargeable against the revenue for the 
year. To meet this expenditure 
I estimate that the following revenue 
will be available on the present 
basis of taxation. Customs I put at 
£35,600,000 —that is to say, £630,000 
less than the estimate, and £130,000 less 
than the receipts of the past year. I 
have to allow fora further fall of rather 
over £400,000 in the produce of the sugar 
duty, but against this I can set certain 
gains on other items of revenue. Excise 
I put at £30,200,000, or £1,300,000 
below the estimate of last year; that 
allows for a further fall of £550,000 in 
the receipts from this source of 
revenue. I now come to the death 
duties. In the closing portion of the 
year there was some improvement 
in their yield, and I think we may 

Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{ COMMONS} 
by £3,608,000, and the unfunded debt | 





1060 


anticipate a further recovery in the 
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present year. I therefore place my 
estimate at £13,000,000, which is the 
amount actually realised in the year 
1903-4. Stamps did better than my 
estimate last year, and I th'nk we may 
expect a further improvement in the 
current year. I place them, there- 
fore, at £8,000,000. Land tax and 
House duty I put at £2,700,000; 
Property and Income-tax at £31,000,0C0. 
That is £250,000 less than the yield for 
the past year, because, although the 
arrears will be collected at a higher 
figure, there will be fewer arrears to 
collect. That gives me a total tax 
revenue of £120500,000. From the 
Post Office I anticipate an increase of 
£400,000, making the receipts £16,500,000, 
From the Telegraphs I expect an in- 
crease of £220,000, or a total revenue of 
£4,050,000. From Crown Lands I expect 
to get £470,000, and from Miscellaneous 
Revenue £1,450,000. Tam reminded that 
I have not mentioned in my calculations 
of non-tax revenue the produc? of the 
Suez Canal shares—a grave omission, and 
one which I should regret the more if it 
did not serve to emphasise the admirable 
results we have achieved by that historic 
investment. The Suez Canal shares will, 
T anticipate, yield a revenue of £1,054,000. 
The total non-tax revenue will be, 
therefore, £23,504,000, which, added to 
a tax revenue of £120,500,000 gives a 
total revenue of £144,004,000, against an 
estimated expenditure of £141,032,000, 
leaving us a surplus on the present basis 
of taxation of £2,972,000. 


CONDITION OF THE NATIONAL DEBI. 


When I appeared at this lable a year 
ago with a heavy realised deficit, and 
another deficit in prospect, the position of 
Chancellor of the Exchequer appeared to 
me to be hardly enviable. Now that I 
appear twelve months later with a 
modest surplus already realised, and a 
further surplus possible, fresh fears beset 
my mind. [am not certain that a Chan- 
cellorof the Exchequer with empty pockets 
is not a safer and more light-hearted 
man than one with a small surplus at 
his command. Thereare so many candi- 
dates for relief, and the fragments at 
my disposal will not suffice to feed the 
multitude! But I have no doubt 
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whatever what is the first claim upon 
us under present circumstances, and I 


hope this Committee, without distinc- | 


tion of Party, will support the Govern- 
ment in the course they have de- 
cided to recommend. I spoke just now 
of the amount of our National Debt. It 
stood on March 31st last at £796,736,0)0. 
or taking the dead-weight debt alone, at 
£755,072,000. It was largely increased 
during the late war, when not only was 
the major portion of the Sinking Fund 
suspended for three years, but heavy 
new loans were incurred. That was not 
only a justifiable but a necessary course ; 
but if it is right and just to borrow 
largely in the emergency of a great war, 
when the honour and even the existence 
of the Empire are at stake, it is upon the 
condition that when peace is re-established 
we take the first opportunity in our 
power to restore our national credit and 
to lighten the burden of debt which we 
hand on to our successors. And if that 
statement be true of all times and all 
circumstances, there are special reasons 
for taking such a course to-day. It is 
not only that the total of our debt is 
large, but the unfunded debt stands 
at the exceptionally high figure of 
£77,633,000. T use the term unfunded 
debt to describe all debt the discharge of 
which’on a fixed date was part of the 
bargain with the lender, and for the 
redemption of which within its currency 
no specific provision has been made by 
Parliament. It includes Treasury bills, 
amounting in round figures to £21,000,090, 
War Stock amounting to £30,000,000, 
and Exchequer Bonds amounting to 
£26,500,000. Of this amount the whole 
of War Stock and £12,500,000 of the Ex- 


chequer Bonds do not fall due until 1907-8 | 


or later years, but £14,000,000 of the Ex- 
chequer Bonds expire in December of this 
year. In view of that contingency, I think 
itisnecessary that we shouldnot becontent 
with the simple renewal of these Bonds, 
for which we already have Parliamentary 
authority, but that we should take such 
steps as will secure their redemption by a 
tegular process and within a reasonable 
time. 


| The proposal which [ am about to 
submit to the Committee has these objects 
Inview. By the Sinking Fund already at 
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' ments lately received from the Transvaal 
on account of works executed upon their 
railways and stores handed over to them 
_at the close of the war, I hope to be able 
to extinguish four out of these fourteen 
millions. There will then remain ten 
millions of Bonds to be dealt with in 
December next; and in order to enable 
me to pay them off, I propose that new 
' Bonds of an equivalent amount should be 
issued with a currency of ten years, but— 
and this is the important consideration to 
which I desire to direct the special atten- 
tion of the Committee—that one-tenth of 
the total issue should be drawn and repaid 
each year. And in order that the 
Sinking Fund which I attach to these 
new bonds shall not trench upon the 
Sinking Fund we have at present avail- 
able for the redemption of the debt, I 
propose that the Fixed Debt Charge shall 
be increased by £1,000,000 a year, so that 
it shall stand at £28,000,000 instead of 
£27,000,000. By this means we shall 
have redeemed this portion of the debt 
| within a comparatively few years, and 
| without any of the disturbance which 
‘accompanies a sudden operation upoa a 
large scale, whilst, by attaching to the 
new Bonds a Sinking Fund of the amount 
and character [ have described, we shall 
render them more attractive to investors, 
and be able to issue them upon better 
terms than would otherwise be obtainable. 


A LIMITED FUNDING OPERATION. 


I am aware that there is a certain 
novelty about this procedure, because 
the Sinking Fund which I propose to 
attach to the new Bonds will form part 
of the bargain with the public creditor 
and cannot therefore be suspended under 
any circumstances. But even during the 
late war more than a million of the then 
existing Sinking Fund was subject to the 
same condition; and I think the course 
proposed is justifiable when the security 
to which the Sinking Fund is attached is 
of comparatively short duration, and 
when the amount of Sinking Fund re- 
maining available as a war reserve is it:elf 
sufficiently large. And though it has 
| not been customary for the State to attach 
| specific Sinking Funds to securities for 

which it is itself directly liable, we have 
several precedents for such a course as I 


| propose in connection with guaranteed 


our disposal, and by means of the repay- | loans, such, for instance, as the Turkish 
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Loan of 1855, the Egyptian Loan of 
1885, and the Greek TLoan of 1898. The 
proposal which I make is in fact a limited 
tunding operation, and I so limit it for 
more reasons than one. Even if I were 
convinced that it would be necessary to 
have recourse to further funding, I do 
not think anyone will contend that the 
present moment is a propitious time to 
choose for a large issue of Consols or that 
it is in itself desirable, if such a result 
can be avoided, to create a new denomi- 
nation of stock: whilst either of those 
alternatives, unless accompanied by such 
an increase in the Fixed Debt Charge as I 
have suggested, would tend to defer to the 
future obligations for which I believe that 
it is our preser.tduty to provide. In any 
case the proposal which I have made meets 
the contingency for which early provision 
is necessary. Next year the new Sinking 
Fund will be increased by the falling in 
of some of the terminable annuities, and 
a larger sum will therefore be available 
for use, if it is so desired, in redeeming 
further Unfunded Debt in the hands of 
the public, while before long I hope we 
shall have also available for the same 
purpose the first instalment of the Trans- 
vaal War Contribution. That contribu- 
tion was promised by the most represen- 
tative gathering of the British inhabitants 
of the Transvaal which could be summoned 
at thetime when the promise was given. 
Tts fulfilment has been delayed by the in- 
dustrialand financial depression which has 
since fallen upon that country; and al- 
though with the newlabour conditions that 
depression is now passing away, we have 
not thought it right to impose upon the 
Transvaal, by the exercise of our 
authority in a now moribund nominated 
Council, an obligation which we believe 
the new Representative Assembly will 
voluntarily assume as the fulfilment of an 
obligation of honour and the recognition of 
a high Imperial duty. I do not believe that 
anything in the proposals which I am 
making, or in the increased sacrifices to 
pay off debt which T am asking from 
the public, will do anything to weaken— 
on the contrary, I believe they will 
help to strengthen—the determination of 
our fellow-citizens in the Transvaal to 
discharge as early as may be their share 
in the arrangement which was come to 
between us, In any case, I commend 
these proposals with confidence to 
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the judgment of the Committee. The 
two things most calculated to restore 
our national credit to its former high 
level and to ease our financial position 
are an increase in the Sinking Fund and 
a diminution in the Unfunded Debt. 
Poth are included in the plan I have 
submitted. I propose to issue these new 
bonds at once. The Committee are 
aware that, owing to the excess of 
expenditure over revenue in the earlier 
portion of the year, we have of late years 
been obliged to avail ourselves largely 
of the power of borrowing temporarily on 
Treasury Bills conferred upon us by the 
verious Consolidated Fund Acts. If the 
House approves my proposal to make 
the new issue at an early date, I shall 
have the use of the money so raise 1 in 
the earlier portion of the financial year, 
and shall be able to restrict my tem- 
porary borrowings on Treasury Bills to 
a proportionate extent. I hope that in 
other respects also we shall make fewer 
demands on the money market this year. 
In 1904 we had to raise £6,000,600 of 
Local Loans stock, £5,000,000 of Irish 
Land stock, and £6,009,000 of Exchequer 
Bonds for financing capital expenditure, 
so that, apart from temporary borrowings 
on Ways and Means, we took from the 
market no less than £17,000,000 of new 
money between the months of January 
and December. In the present calendar 
year | hope that it will not be necessary 
to make any fresh issue of Local Loans 
stock or to go into the market for re- 
quirements connected with our capital 
expenditure, If these expectations are 
realised, as 1 believe they will be, our 
only application to the market from 
January to December of the present 
year will be for the issue of the £6,000,000 
of Irish Land stock already made, and 
for such temporary borrowings on Ways 


‘and Means as may still be necessary 


after taking credit for the issue of the 
new Exchequer Bonds in anticipation of 
the date on which the old Bonds expire. 
This proposal disposes of £1,000,000 out 
of my surplus. 


MINOR PROPOSALS. 

I think at this point I must very 
briefly refer to two Committees which 
have been sitting to inquire into 
matters connected with our revenue. 
The first is the Income-tax Committee 
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presided over by my right hon. friend 
the Member for Croydon. That 


(Committee has not yet presented its 
Report, although I think it has very nearly 
completed its labours; but, of course, 
the results will arrive too late for me to 
apply them to the finances of the 
present year. The other Commit‘ee, the 
appointment of which arose out of our 
Finance Bi!l discussions of last year, 
was asked to inquire into the facili- 
ties that now exist for the use of 
a'cohol for industrial purposes, and to 
recommend any changes which they 
might think necessary with a view 
to facilitating the development of 
our trade, Their Report reached me a 
few d:ys ago, and will be in the hands 
of Members within a very short time. 
It proposes cer:ain changes in our 
refulations, some of them of a rather 
technical character, which I think the 
Committee will better appreciate from a 
p rusual of the Report itself than from any 
statement I could make. I only de-ire to 
say that, on the consideration which I have 
up to the present time been able to 
give, | hope to be able to adopt the 
whole of these recommendations, though 
they will require legislation and must 
form the subject of a separate measure. 
They will, I believe, remove difficulties 
which have existed in the use of alcohol 
in certain trades, and I hope they will 
be accepted as a satisfactory solution 
of a very difficult and complicated 
problem by all concerned. I must also 
very briefly announce one or two minor 
changes which I propose to introduce. 
The Committee may remember that in 
the course of the discussion of the 
Finance Bill of last year I accepted an 
Amendment reducing the Warehousing 
Charges pavable on the clearance of 
certain dutiable goods from the Customs 
to one half the figure at which it pre- 
viously stood. ‘Thos: charge were gradu- 
ated according to the amount of the 
duty, and when I raised the duty I had 
no desire to raise the charges at the same 
tme. The Warehousing Charges now 
stand at ;!; or } per cent., according to 
the nature of the goods. They oniv 
bring in £26,000 to the revenue and 
cause an amount of trouble and annoy- 
ance, and, I believe, often of cost to 
the traders out of all proportion to their 
value to the Exchequer. I propose to 
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clear away the remainder of the Ware- 
housing Charges. For the same reason [ 
propose to abolish the stamp on bonds 
given for the exportation or removal of 
dutiable goods and on notices to export 
given under a general bond, and also the 
penny stamp on delivery orders. It is 
difficult to defend the retention of these 
stamp duties when once attention is 
drawn to them. The former is un- 
equal in its incidence, for whilst bonds 
and notices relating to tea and tobacco 
are liable, similar bonds and _ notices 
relating to coal and spirits are exempt. 
The stamp on delivery orders is not 
less difficult to justify. It is very 
easy of evasion, and I think the obliga. 
tion to pay it is more honoured in the 
breach than in the observance. When 
I made some inquiry, after a recent 
deputation, why this matter had not 
been again pressed upon my attention 
by the members who waited upon me, 
I learned that it was because so little 
was paid on that account already that 
they thought it better not to direct 
my attention to it. These two stamp 
duties together produce only £10,000 or 
£12,000 to the revenue, and are even less 
worth retaining from the Exchequer 
point of view than the Warehousing 
Charge. I believe that the relief accorded 
by these changes will be appreciated by 
traders. They will strike some fetters off 
trade which have existed for many years, 
in spite of the little justification there 
is for them. The relief will cost 
practically nothing to the Exchequer, 
and does not affect the figures which I 
have already given to the Committee, 
for I have taken account of it in the 
Estimates that I have already presented. 


and Means. 


THE TEA DUTY, 

T have still, therefore, £1,972,000 avail- 
able to meet contingencies or for the 
reduction of taxation. I greatly regret 
that it is not in my power to propose 
any relief to the income-tax payers. I 
said last year, and I hold now, that an 
incom:-tax of ls. in the £ in time of 
peace is more than ought to be demanded 
of them, and leaves us too small a reserve 
in case of the emergency of; war. I shall 
not be satisfied with our financial 
position until we have been able to reduce 
the tax to a more moderate figure. But 
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the amount at my disposition, after adding 
to the Sinking Fund, is unequal to the 
task of giving them any relief. The re- 


Ways 


duction of the income-tax by 1d. would | 
‘tion. Last year it was my duty to Impose 


cost £2,200,000 in the current year, and, 
as the Committee know, the sum at my 
disposal is less than £2,000,000. 


Setting aside this course, therefore, as 
beyond my power, I choose tea as the 
subject for relief; and I choose it for 
three reasons. Inthe first place, Sir, the 
tea duty is the only tax which stands 
to-day at a higher figure than it ever 
attained during te period of the late 
war; and it, therefore, has a prior claim 
to relief over other indirect taxes, which, 
if they were raised during the war, have 
not been again raised since the war. In 
the second place, I choose tea because it is 
an article of almost universal consump- 
tion, and the relief, therefore, will find 
its way to every household in the 
kingdom. And I choose tea, in the third 
place, because our present supplies of this 
article come almost entirely from British 
Colonies and dependencies, and it was 
with avowed reluctance that last year 
I chose such an article to be the sub- 
ject of an increase in taxation. I pro- 
pose, therefore, to devote the remainder 
of my surplus to removing, asfrom July 
Ist next, the date on which the present 
duty expires, the additional 2d. on tea 
wh.ch was imposed last year. I shall be 
prepared to defend the date which I 
to have chosen if it is challenged. 
it is sufficient to say at present that the 
money available is not sufficient to re- 
duce the duty as from the present time. 
I estimate that the cost of that conces- 
sion will be £1,550,000 in the current 
Vear. 


THE FINAL BALANCE SHEET. 


I am now in a position to present my 
final balance-sheet to the House. Customs, 
after allowing for the reduction in the 
tea duty, will stand at £34,050,000, thus 
reducing the total estimated revenue to 
£142,454,000. The Fixed Debt Charge, 
being increased by £1,000,000, will stand 
at £28,000,000, and the expenditure will 
be correspondingly — increased _to 
£142,052,000, leaving a balance of 
£422,000 available to meet contingencies. 
That concludes my task. I have now 
only to thank the Committee for the 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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attention which they have accorded to 


me. It has been my fortune to be 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in two years 
of trade depression and financial stagna- 


an increase in our burdens, This year 
the small measure of relief which it is in 
our power to afford falls, I am afraid, far 
short of the expectations which have been 
formed in many quarters. Such times as 
these do not lend themselves to the pro- 
duction of what are known as popular 
Budgets. But in the proposals which I 
have laid before the Committee on behalt 
of His Majesty’s Government we have 
sought not our own present popularity, 
but the permanent interests of the 
country. And by adopting these pro- 
posals the Committee will do all that lies 
in their power to stimulate the movement 
of recovery which is now visible, to en- 
hance our national credit, and to 
strengthen the confidence rightly felt in 
the soundness and stability of our 
national finance. 


EXCHEQUER BONDS. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That for the purpose of paying off any 
Exchequer Bonds issued under the Sup- 
plemental War Loan Acts of 1900, any 
sums not exceeding £10,000,000 be raised 
by the issue of Exchequer Bonds to be 
current, subject to the provisions for the 
redemption of the total issue, for a 
period of ten years, and that in each 
year of that period one-tenth part of the 
total issue of the new Bonds be drawn 
for repayment and redeemed by the 
application for the purpose of the 
requisite part of the new sinking fund, 
and that the permanent annual charge 
for the National Debt be increased so as 
to be £28,000,000,” 


“That any expenses incurred in con- 
nection with raising or paving off any 
such sums, and the principal of and 
interest of any such sums, be charged on 
the Consolidated Fund, and, as to the 
interest, be paid as part of the permanent 
annual charge for the National Debt.”— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


Sir H. CAMPKELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I only desire to inter- 
polate a few remarks at this stage, the 
first and almost principal of which is to 
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Ways 


express our congratulations to the right | 


hon. Gentleman, not only upon the clear- 
ness and ability of his statement, but 
also upon its duration, because there is 
an impression in this quarter of the 
House that it is perhaps the shortest 
Budget speech that we have listened to 
for many years. That is the greatest 
praise that I can possibly offer. I wish 
to refer to an arrangement which I urged 
upon the Government last year in regard 
to the discussion of the Budget Resolu- 
tions—namely, that, apart from the 
general discussion that may take place 
to-night, there should be an opportunity 
on one or other of the other Resolutions 
tor a general discussion to-morrow or on 
Wednesday. I think that last year it 
was arranged that a certain Resolution 
should be used for the purposes of a 
general discussion, and I trust that the 
same course will be followed on this 
occasion. 


I pass now to the substance of 
the Budget; and again I have to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman. 
I congratulate him especially with re- 
gard to the Debt, which shows that 
he maintains this year the fortitude 
which he displayed in the same matter 
last year under even greater temptations 
than those that beset him now. I would 
also say that it will not bein this quarter 
of the House, where we have year by 
vear supported Motions for the reduc- 
tion of the tea duty, that any objection 
will be made to that proposal. Of course 
we cannot help but notice that there still 
reiiains a large amount of war taxation 
oressing hardly upon the people because 
of the expenditure on what we think the 
extravagant Estimates which the 
Government have put forward, which 
gives the right hon. Gentleman no margin 
with which to relieve these burdens. For 
instance, after all the consideration that 
has been given to the Army Estimates, 
after all the promises that have been 
made regarding them, if there had been 
upon them a reduction to something like 
the extent as on the Navy Estimates, the 
right hon. Gentleman could have given 
some further boon to the much-pressed 


taxpayers of the country in addition to. 


the removal of the tea duty that he im- 


posed last year, since the ,war was over. 
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THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or true TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): It is quite in 
accordance with precedent that the right 
hon, Gentleman has refrained from 
making any criticism on the admirable 
statement which my right hon. friend has 
made. The chief purpose of his remarks 
was to inquire whether any arrangement 
could be come to between the two sides 
of the House with regard to the discussion 
of our financial arrangements. My right 
hon. friend, for reasons that he is quite 
willing to explain, thinks it is absolutely 
necessary to obtain the first’Resolution 
in the course of this evening. On the 
other hand, we are of course sensible of 
the fact that the House has a right to 
discuss the Budget inits larger aspects at 
this stage. That can be done by arrange- 
ment on any Resolution. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: The income-tax.} But I hope 
an arrangement will be made that will 
enable us to finish the proceedings on this 
stage on Wednesday night. Otherwise, 
it will be difficult to so arrange the busi- 
ness of tho House that we may rise on 
Wednesday week for the holidays. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that, 
although it was impossible to give a full 
and measured criticism of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s proposals, the dis- 
cussion immediately following the Budget 
statement was always extremely valuable, 
in that it gave Members an opportunity 
of expressing their views upon the 
general financial policy of the Govern- 
ment. He was glad to be in agreement 
with and to congratulate the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer upon the main portion 
of the Budget ; he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had made an excellent use of 
the small amount at his disposal, and 
the popularity with which the announce- 
ment was received would have shown the 
right hon. Gentleman that he was wise 
in leaving the burden on the income-tax 
payers untouched for the present, and in 
considering the greater sorrows of the 
classes he proposed to relieve. If he 
might make one remark about tea, it 
would be that all the reasons which the 
right hon. Gentleman had adduced to- 
day for removing the burden were in 
existence last year, and one could not 
| but regret the exigency which compelled 
'the Chancellor of the Exchequer then 
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to impose so heavy a burden which he 
felt bound to remove a year afterwards. 
Some difficulty might arise, however, in 
consequence of the reduction not 
coming into operation until July Ist. 
That, he believed, was not in accord- 
ance with precedent, and _ the 
right hon. Gentleman would possibly find 
that the loss both to the Exchequer and to 
the trade would be less if the reduction 
came into force immediately. For 


Ways 


{COMMONS} 
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‘then another niggling change was 
made. The Chancellor of the KEx- 


clearances to be postponed and old, 


stocks of tea in the 60,000 grocers’ shops 
in the land to be used down to the last 
instead of there being free withdrawals 
from the Customs House would not be any 
better for the revenue than for the trade. 
But if there were indications of such a 
stagnation of business arising, the fact 
would doubtless be brought to the 
notice of the right hon. Gentleman, who 
might then, at a later period, reconsider 
the point. 


He thanked the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for the great attention he 
had given to the intricate and difficult 
matters connected with the stamp duty 
and warehouse charge, which for years 
past had pressed quite unfairly on the 
tea and other trades. The historic 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was always 
so busily engaged in dealing with millions 
of money that he had been unable to 
have any regard for the difficulties put 
in the way of some trades by the 
incidence of tax collection. The present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, however, 


seemed to have grasped those difficulties, | 


and his announcement with regard to the 
warehouse charge, the stamp or delivery 
orders, and the stamp on goods removed 
under bond would be greatly appreciated 
by the trade. From his interesting state- 
ment regarding the decrease in the wine, 
beer, and spirit duties, the right hon. 
Gentleman had omitted one very 
obvious cause, which, regarding the 


matter from the financial standpoint, | 


ought not to be forgotten. The reason 
this particular branch of revenue was 
not so elastic as in previous years was 
that the taxation had been raised to a 
point not hitherto reached. The 
taxation was too high, and it was in 
consequence not producing so well. 
For instance, the duty on light wines 
was suddenly raised 25 per cent. and 
Mr. Lough. 


chequer had really no business to preach 
little sermons on the way people enjoyed 
themselves at holiday times, when all 
experience should convince him that the 
undue raising of a tax inevitably 
diminished its yield, and that a better 
revenue was likely to be realised from a 
tax moderately fixed. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would look into 
this point and seriously consider whether 
lower rates of duty might not, on the 
whole, be more productive. 


He was amused at the attempt of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to throw 
upon his predecessors the blame for what 
he called ‘‘ the deficiency in the collecting 
of the income-tax.” That expression 
hardly covered the steps the right hon. 
Gentleman had been taking. An inquest 
was recently held at Holborn on a man 


' who had committed suicide because he 


was unable to obtain the money to 
pay the ‘mcome-tax. The Committee 
generally would probably agree that 
the right hon. Gentleman had taken 
too stringent measures this year in the 
matter of income-tax collection. The 
hon. Member for Kast Edinburgh was, he 


‘believed, the cause of the trouble, he 


having called attention to the carlier 
collection in Scotland. It was probably 
the fact that North of the Tweed the 
amount paid was so small that it could 
easily be raised, whereas down South it 
made considerable difference when the 
amount had to be paid a month or two 
earlier. He regretted that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer saw no prospect of 
reducing the borrowings this yeer. It 
was really blameworthy on the part of 
the right hon. Gentleman that he should 
deliver small lectures on the necessity 
of paying expenditure out of revenue, 
and, at the same time, fail to take any 
steps in that direction himself. The 
proposal to issue immediately £10,000,000 
bills to meet the Treasury bills due in 
December would have to be looked into 
very closely, as the proper way would 
seem to be to wait until the bills fell due, 
and then make the best arrangements 
possible. On the whole, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had made an excellent 
statement—a good conservative state- 
ment, using the word in its best and not 
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its Party sense. The better provision 
for the reduction of Debt would be a 
solid contribution towards the improve- 
ment of the finances of the country, and 
the right hon. Gentleman had acted 
wisely in dealing with his small surplus 
in the mild and restrained way he had 
adopted instead of fulfilling the somewhat 
high hopes which had been entertained 
in some quarters. 


Ways 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
welcomed the change which had been 
promised in regard to the removal of the 
restrictions applying to the use of alcohol 
for business purposes. Not only had 
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those restrictions given an unfair and a! 


very great preference to foreign countries 
but they had caused certain forms of in- 
dustrial employment to be absolutely 
banished from this country. 
could be more acceptable to commerce 
than that such impediments should be 
removed, or, at any rate, reduced. The 
appointment of a Committee to consider 
the question was in itself an excellent 
thing. He congratulated the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer upon other important 


commercial reforms as to minor cus- | 


toms restrictions, etc., which he had an- 
nounced, and he hoped he would make 
further advances in a similar direction. 
They would certainly have been glad if 
some reduction could have been made in 
the income-tax and they looked forward 
with interest to the Report of the Com- 
mittee which had been appo:nted to 
consider the question. He hoped the 
result would be that some consideration 
would be shown to precarious incomes as 
compared with those derived from realised 
profits. He hoped there wou'd be pro- 
gress in the direction ind cated by Sir 
Stafford Northcote, that was in the direc- 
tion of a more equitable graduation 
of the tax according to the means 
and abilities of those who had to 
piv. The Report of this Comm 'ttee 
would be looked forward to with great 
int rest. But whatever might be 
sail 
income-tax, and he greatly regretted some 
reduction had not been made, and he 
thought this might have been done he 
was sure that an artic'e like tea should 
recive the removal of that increase which 
had happily now proved to be merely tem- 
porary taxation. He was glad that that 


Nothing | 


in favour of a reduction of the. 
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step had been taken, and he thought it 
would form a welcome portion of a most 
acceptable Budget. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) con- 
gratulated the Chancellorof the Exchequer 
upon his excellent speech. It had been 
most clear and deliberate, and his pro- 
posals were so well arranged that no one 


and Means. 


could have any difficulty in following 


them. He congratulated him upon his 
proposals generally, which, he thought, 
were financially sound and had rather 
taken the wind out of the sails of the 
Opposition. He was rather led to believe 
that this was a dissolution Budget, and 
the Government were entitled to all the 
credit they could get out of it. 


He wished to analyse the financial 
position a little more closely, and he should 
have something to say about the proposal 
to increase the Sinking Fund and creating 
bonds for a currency of ten years. If 
they looked at the statement which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had given 
them and the revenue for the year which 
had passed, they would see that it prac- 
tically balanced the Estimates, although 
in its details there was a very wide 
divergence. There had been a serious 
decline in Customs and Excise, following 
upon a decline that took place in the year 
1903-4, While he agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman that perhaps a great deal 
of this was due to the increased sobriety 
of the people, he thought a good de1l of 
that shortage had been occasioned by 
depression in trade following the war, and 
to some extent it was also due to the 
unsettled condition of trade caused by the 
fiscal controversy. There had been a 
large deficiency in revenue from Customs 
and Excise, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had only been able to balance 
his revenue by accelerating the col- 


lection of the income-tax. He was 
glad to notice that since the year 
1901, according to the speech which 
had been delivered that day, that 


accelerated collection had been taking 
place. He though‘, however, that there 
had been an extra screw put on this 
year. He did not object to this, because 
he believed this method of collecting 
the tax as near as possible within the 
financial year was a sound one, because 
it would effect a saving of interest, and 
future Chancellors of the Exchequer 
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would have to face the full consequences 
of any alteration. In the past this 
practice had caused serious dislocation in 
our finances. When the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
reduced the income-tax by 4d. in the £ 
that should have meant a loss of 
£10,500,000, but on account of the 
way in which the tax was collected, 
he only lost the sum of £8,000,000, and 
the £2,500,000 had to be made good by 
his successor this year; and so, if this 
collection was carried on, it would 
produce an equilibrium in the income- 
tax imposed and recovered. ‘The 
deficiency on Customs and_ Excise 
amounted to £1,250,000, and that was 
exactly the increased yield of the income- 
tax this year over the estimate. He 
could not help thinking that, whether the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to 
blame or not, it appeared that the amount 
of the shortage to be met in Customs and 
Excise exactly balanced that which had 
been raised by the accelerated collection 
of income-tax. 


One interesting feature was that the 
surplus for the year went to strengthen 
the balances. The expenditure for the 
last year had been less by £1,125,000, 
but he should like to ask whether this 
was economy in expenditure and a real 
saving, or only an expedient to postpone 
necessary expenditure which would have 
to be met by his successor if the right 
hon. Gentleman was not in office next 
year. In the past the present 
Government had taken no thought 
for the morrow, and he would like a 
little more information as to how this 
economy had been brought about. 
Coming to the present year they found 
that the estimated expenditure was 
£141,032,000. He thought this expen- 
diture was still very excessive. This 
year they had had an unexpected de- 
crease in naval expenditure, and the 
declarations of the Secretary of State for 
War had given them good reason for 
hoping that there would also have been 
a? considerable decrease in the Army 
Estimates. Instead of that, however, 
there had been a slight increase in the 
Army Estimates. He thought that if the 
Secretary of State for War would devote 
more attention to the internal organisa- 
tion of the War Office and its adminis- 


Mr. McCrae. 


{COMMONS} 
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tration, he would be able to save 
thousands and perhaps millions of pounds 
upon the wastage that was going on, 
and of which they had had ample 
evidence in regard to the stores scandals, 
How was this expenditure to be met? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had re- 
sisted a very great temptation in not 
taking a penny off the income-tax. He 
congratulated the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer upon havingrefrained from reduc- 
ing the income-tax this year. It was very 
important to remember that the charge 
for Customs and Excise was a very 
serious one. Customs were estimated 
to produce £34.050,000, and Excise 
£30,200,000, making a total for the 
current year for Customs and Excise 
of £64,250,000. This was £14,250,000 in 
excess of the year before the war when 
it was £50,000,000, so that in the coming 
year they would have an addition to the 
direct taxpayer’s burdens notwithstand- 
ing the relief he was getting upon the 
tea duty. He thought that was a very 
serious matter and completely justified 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in com- 
ing to the relief of the indirect taxpayer, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer de- 
served their congratulations for his 
proposal to increase the! Sinking Fuad 
by £1,000,000 per annum. On his side 
of the House they had all along main- 
tained that the Sinking Fund was 
not at all sufficient, considering the 
large increase in the Debt occasioned by 
the war, and the fact that no Sinking 
Fund had been provided for that war 
debt. What had been added to the 
annual charge of the National Debt 
hardly met the interest, and nothing was 
set aside for Sinking Fund for its 
redemption. While congratulating the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on what he 
proposed to do this year, he could not 
help reminding him that last year even 
with a deficit of over £5,000,000 on the 
revenue we had only reduced by our own 
exertions our indebtedness by £850,000. 
Of the total reduction of £3,850,000 there 
came from the Transvaal £3,000,000. 
He hoped the right hon, Gentleman 
would be right in his anticipations that 
we should have at an early date payment 
of the first instalment of £10,000,000. In 
1903 the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Croydon, who was then Chancellor 
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of the Exchequer, estimated that with 
what we would receive in respect of 
that debt, there would be a reduction 


Ways 
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in the National Debt of £40,000,000— | 
£30,000.000 from the Transvaal Loan, | 
£4,000,000 additional from the Transvaal | 


for money advanced, and £6,000,000 
from the Chinese War indemnity. Up 
to the present time of this £40,000,000 
we had only received something like 
£7,000,000. He was glad to think that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer hoped to get 
the first instalment of £10,000,000, because 
personally he thought the Transvaal was 
liable to make good the £30,000,000 
which was promised when we guaranteed 
the loan of £35,000,000. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had referred to the necessity for 
upholding the public credit, and pointed 
to our indebtedness having had a 
detrimental effect on that credit. Consols 
which used to stand at 113 were now 
a little over ninety. The proposal 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
practically create a fund to wipe off 
£10,000,000 of the floating debt in ten 
years was an exceedingly good one, but he 
could not understand why the right hon. 
Gentleman did not take advantage of the 
present opportunity for dealing ina com- 
prehensive way with the National Debt, 
considering that he could have reduced it 
bya large amount. There were terminable 
annuities falling out next year amount- 
ing in all to £3,000,000 per annum. It 
was the duty of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in his present Budget to have 
dealt with those annuities, following the 
example of Mr. Gladstone, who in 1881 
proposed to deal with the annuities that 
were terminating in 1885. Although 
they were not dealt with in that year, 
two years later Mr. Childers, his 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, brought in 


a National Debt Bill de:ling with those 


annuities which were to fall out two 
vears afterwards. [If the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had a* present followed 
that example what would have been 
the result? Had he dealt with those 
falling due by creating new annuities 
he would have been able to have 
reduced the Funded Debt by £50,000,000 
right off, and established an annuity to 
wipe off the new debt created in twenty 


years. There would have been a saving | 
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of £1,250,000 interest on the Funded 
Debt, and the new debt created, prin- 
cipal and interest, would have been 
wiped out in twenty years. If the 
right hon, Gentleman did not reduce 
the Funded Debt by cancelling Consols 
he should by some process have created 
a sinking fund which would have wiped 
off £50,000,000 of the floating debt. 
That would have been an exceedingly 
wise operation. What did Mr. Childers 
do in the Budget speech of 1883? He 
made these proposals, which were after- 
wards embodied in the National Debt 
Act. At that time the amount which by 
the Act of 1876 was annually applied to 
the reduction of debt was £28,000,000, ex- 
actlythe same as that which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer now proposed should be 
applied to that purpose. It did notseem, 
notwithstanding the large increase in our 
national wealth, that we had done very 
much, after all, to reduce our indebted- 
ness. In 1885 effect was given to the 
proposal made by Mr. Gladstone in 1881, 
by cancelling Consols amounting to 
£40,000,000. Then the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer at that time dealt with 
the Savings Bank account, and by a 
similar operation £30,000,000 of Consols 
were cancelled. By that operation alone 
Mr. Childers in 1883 cancelled £70,000,000 
of Consols, with the result that the 
charge made in respect of these cancella- 
tions was now going to lapse next year, 
and therefore, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had a very great opportunity 
of taking advantage of the termination 
of these annuities either by cancelling 
Consols by the amount of £50,000,000, 
or by performing a similar operation on 
the very large floating debt. He com- 
mended the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for this proposal because it was very 
different from what the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
did in 1899, when he reduced the Sinking 
Fund by £2,000,000 a year. He thought 
it was very much to the credit of the right 
hon. Gentleman that he had not followed 
that very bad example, 


and Means. 


The Chancel'or of the Exchequer had 
also dealt with other capital liabilities 
of the State, and here, he was afraid, 


they could not offer him the same con- 


gratulation. The debt in respect of 
military and naval works and similar 
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undertakings amounted in all to 
£41,664,000. Was he right in that 


statement 2 


*MR. 
assented. 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 


*Mr. McCRAE said that was an increase 
over last year of £10,00),000 in round 
figures. What he would like to impress 
upon the Committee was that the similar 
charge in respect of these works in 1895 
only amounted to £3,092,624. He wished | 
t» point out to the Committee that at the | 
beginning of these things the House did | 
not realise where they were going to lead 
when the Bill was brought in, Although 
£300,000 was only to be paid this yesr, 
on any particular item the total expendi- 
ture mght be £3,000,000 or £4,000,000. 
The Pub'ic Accounts Committee had 
pointed out the serious effect this 
system had on our national expen- 
diture. The fact of the matter was 
that a large sum was being borrowed 
vear by year. He understood that the 
Chancellor of the Kxchequer said that a 
sim of £9,000,000 was again te be) 
borrowed this year for similar works. If | 








that was so it meant that the Sinking | 
Fund was quite misleading, because we | 
were paying off £7,000,000 or £8,000.000 | 
for the redemption of the old debt, and | 
re-creating about £9,000,000 of the new | 
debt. The consequence was, if he followed | 
the figures correctly —— | 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : This | 
is really a matter of some importance. 
It is necessary when considering the debt 
incurred for capital expenditure that it 
should be borne in mind that that debt 
has its own sinking fund—a quite 
abnormally high sinking fund—and that 
it does not trench in any way on the sink- 
ing fund of the National Debt. I know 
that the hon. Gentleman is aware of that. 


*Mr. McCRAE said that was present 
to his mind, andthe sum _ he had 
mentioned covered both sinking funds, 
but he did not wish to complicate 
his argument by referring to it. 
That was all very well, but they had to 
consider not only the debt that was 
incurred, but also the liability in respect 
of similar works which the House was 
already committed to, As far as he could 


gather, we had at least £20,000,000 | 
Mr. McCrae. 
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expenditure still to meet with regard to 


and Means. 


military works. That was a very serious 
condition of ma‘ters. It meant, of 
course, that our floating debt had been 
largely increased. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had mentioned that the float- 
ing debt now amounted to £77,500,000, 
With the £10,000,000 proposed to be 
lquidated in ten years, and the other 
£4,000,000 provided for, there would 
still be a floating debt of £63,000,000, 
which was far too large. It was a danger 
to the State, and he thought the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ought to have taken 
this opportunity of dealing in the way 
he had suggested in a much more com- 
prehensive fashion with the National 
Debt. In conclusion, he said that 
the House required much greater control 
over expenditure, because, after all, it 
was expenditure which produced this 
indebtedness. The expenditure list 
year on naval and military works 
was a little less than the estimate, 
and he thought the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would do well if he would 
state the figure which he estimated 
for naval and mil-tary works not vet 


completed. 


He wished to refer to the question 
of last year’s deficit. They had some 
very interesting arguments last vear 
as to how that deficit of £5,415,000 
was to be provided for. They now found 
thit it was to be provided for by 
borrowed money taken from the Ex- 
chequer balances, £2,880,000, unclaimed 
dividends £1,000,000, and the realised 
surplus which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer hed last year £1,410,000. 
That meant really that the whole had 
been paid out of borrowed money, 
because if the Exchequer balances had 
not required to be strengthened, the 
surplus of last year of £1,410,000 would 
have gone, according to constitutional 
practice, to the reduction of the National 
Debt. There had now been a period of 
ten years of reckless expenditure, ques- 
tionable finance, and shifting policy. He 
must congratulate the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, inasmuch as he_ thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had taken a 
step in another direction; and he de- 
served credit for all that. It was, how- 
ever, needless to say that the expendi- 
ture had never before been equalled, and 
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that the country had no idea of its 
magnitude; and he thought it character- 
ised a want of grip on the part of the 
Government of the national expenditure. 
There had been a tendency on the part 
of the Government, in dealing with all 
questions of taxation, to give to their 
own friends all the benefit, such as the 
doles in the Agricultural Rating Act, 
the Licensing Act, and Church schools, 
resulting in putting on a very large 
share of taxation on the indirect tax- 
payers. He supposed that it was 
in furtherance of the policy enun- 
ciated by the noble Lord the Member 
for Ealing, that this Government 
sought to relieve the tich at the ex- 
pense of the poorer classes and provide 
for their friends, not only now when they 
were in office, but agairst the day when 
they were out of office. He would point 
out that the very difficulty of the situa- 
tion in regard to our indebtedness was 
the Chance'lor of the Kxchequer’s 
opportunity. The keystone of Mr. 
Gladstone’s finance was to take advantage 
of such a situation to deal with the 
National Debt in a comprehensive way. 
He thought the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had dealt soundly with the 
revenue taxation and with the provision 
for expenditure; but the right hon. 
Gentleman ought to have gone a step 
further and done something in dealing 
ina comprehensive way with the National 
Debt; and if he did not see his way to 
recast our financial system, to broaden in 
reality the basis of taxation, so as, before 
the right hon, Gentleman or the Govern- 
ment went out of office, to have left a 
name for himself for having suited it to 
the changed conditions of our national 
expenditure. 


Ways 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said 
there were several points on which 
Members on both sides of the House 
had always insisted upon that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
accepted. There were several points 
which they had pressed which the 
night hon. Gentleman had not ac- 
cepted; but there was one great im- 
provement in the form of the financial 
statement laid before the Committee. 
They were now able to see in one 
comprehensive view the exact financial 


position of the year, and they could 
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judge to what extent the necessary 
resources for the year were derived from 
revenue or from borrowed funds. 
Another point to which special attention 
had been given in the Budget Statement 
was the immense improvement in the 
national strength, and the restoration 
to a high level of the national credit. 
Although he cou'd have wished that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had gone 
further than he had done in strengthen- 
ing the Sinking Fund he willingly 
recogaised that the step he had 
taken was a distinct improvement. 


and Means. 


Tae Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
insisted upon the great distinction 
t» be made between the dead-weight 
debt of the country and debt arising 
from various Works Acts. He ven- 
tured to maintain the view tht there 
was really no generic difference what- 
ever. Works Loan Acts’ borrowings 
might be put in a different category if 
the operations were either productive or 
remunerative, or if the expenditure on 
them had in its nature anything in the 
direction of finance—if, for instance, 
making up for lost time in the past and 
putting our national defences once and 
for all on a good footing. But he saw in 
any charge ona Works Act no difference 
from expenditure on a national asset. 
fAn Hon. Member: Uganda Railway.] 
That represented a very small fraction of 
the expenditure. A military harbour 
appeared to him to be no more a na‘ ional 
asset than a battleship, or very little 
more, which was not charged upon Lean 
funds but upon Budget funds. One of 
the reasons why he praised so highly the 
change in the form of accounts was that 
he believed when the country understood 
the matter they would stop altogether 
those Works Loans Bills. He hoped 
that in the coming year the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, if he were still in office, 
would be able very largely tc reduce the 
amount of £9,000,000 which he pro- 
posed to borrow in the course of the 
present financial year. If one viewed 
the financial position according to what 
he believed to be the rules of strict 

ccounting, and if one set against the 
Sinking Fund the amount of new 
borrowing, the result of the year 1904, 
excluding the annuity for the repayment 
of the Works Loans Acts, would be an 
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increase of debt of £628,000 as against an | 
increase of the balances of £1,414,000, 
excluding the annuity, which amounted 


to the comparatively small figure of 


£1,000,000. The £1,000,000 did not 


{COMMONS} 


appear cle:rly ou the Paper, and ought | 
to be shown with the other sinking fund. | 
It had been said that the exist:nce of | 


a provision in the Votes for the 
repayment of borrowings under the 
Works Acts constituted a radical 
difference; but it was not as if the 
annuity was paid by some third 
party altogether independent of the 
country or the Treasury. It merely 
amounted to this, that in the annual 
Votes for the Army and Navy certain 
sums for the pay ment of the debt would 
be included in the future. The altera- 
tion was merely a promisory note drawn 
by a branch office and payable by the 
head office of a bank. It was not drawn 
by a third party with independent 
finances. In 1906, again excluding the 
annuity charges on the Votes which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
amounted to £1,000,000, we arrived at 
the fact that the new borrowing would be 
£9,000,000, as compared with a sinking 
fund, excluding the additional million, of 
£8,428,000. Therefore, there was a net 
increase of borrowing up to nearly 
£600,000, but even including the million 
we only got a net diminution of £400,000. 
Now his contention was, and he hoped it 
was not ungenerous, that the Committee 
should press for something even further 
than that. In the course of the last five 
years, owing to the South African War, 
the national indebtedness had increased 
by £155,000,000, He contended that in 
a year of fair prosperity, untroubled by 
warlike operations or extraordinary ex- 
penditure of any magnitude, a rich and 
poweriul country like ours should do 
something more towards the reduction of 
indebtedness than a contribution ofsome- 
thing under a million sterling, 


With the proposal of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer for the reduction of the 
floating debt he was in hearty agreement. 
He was also thoroughly inaccord withhim 
that the present moment would not be 
suitable for a large issue of Consols, and 
it was altogether out of the question 
to create a new form of National Loan. 
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and Means. 


| community would view that with favour. 
He had heard with relief that the applica- 
tions of the Treasury to the money 
market during the present year would not 
exceed £6,000,000 for the Irish lind 
operations. They all hoped that the 
greatest parsimony would be exercised 
in the way of appeals for public sub- 
cription, and that the severity shown by 
the Treasury would find imitators among 
local bodies. If the measures proposed 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer did 
not altogether fulfil their ideals, and if 
they were not absolutely heroic, he 
regarded them as thoroughly sound and 


practical. He was grateful to the right 
hon, Gentleman for having resisted all 


temptation to go in for a popular ad- 
captandum Budget and having dealt with 
the situation simply on its merits, and 
with a view to materially strengthening 
and re-enforcing the national finances. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) said 
that they had all welcomed the words 
which iel] from the right hon. Gentleman 
upon the question of loans. It was prac- 
tically what had been said in the previous 
year on both sides of the House, and was 
substantially that while it was legitimate 
on certain exceptional occasions of an 
urgent character to borrow money, it 
ought not to become a part of the 
continuous finance of this country. That 
was what it had really become for a 
number of years. For years past they 
had had biennial Naval and Military 
Works Bills, and what he understood the 
right hon. Gentleman to contemplate 
was a cessation of those Bills in the 
future. He gathered that in the future 
no new works would be put into a Bill, 
either naval or military. Of course there 
were a certain number of works that 
would have to be finished under the 
existing system, but after that no new 
works were to be put in. But one thing 
had been lost sight of after Naval and 
Military Works Bills ceased to exist. 
There would be a lot of naval and military 
expenditure that was now borne on thie 
Naval and Military Works Bills that would 
come hack on to the Estimates, so they 
must look forward to a considerable 
increase in the Estimates of the 
future. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


had said he could only give a rough 


He did not believe any section of the | estimate of the amount wanted for the 


Sir Edgar Vincent. 





ew 


Ge 
he 
th: 
tin 
Ge 
est 


4 


the 
hin 
pat 
ava 
Th 


can 





alre 
ple 
few 


} 
he 
Gen 
pres 
stat 
this 
pol 
Was 
bee: 
thin 
it n 
poss 
The 
the 
£28 
dimi 
fast 
that 
by t] 
retul 
sche 
alwa 
have 


j the j 


dorir 











1085 


Ways 


ensuing year, which he stated would be | 


subject to revision, and, he hoped, re- 
duction. They all joined in that hope 
and, seeing the right hon. Gentleman had 
put it at £9,000,000 and that last year 
the right hon. Gentleman required 
£10,000,000, there was every ground for 
the hope of reduction being realised. Ii, 
as the right hon. Gentleman stated, he 
did not expect to issue Exchequer Bills 
as he had done in previous years, it 
would be interesting to know how he 
proposed to get the money for the 
current Naval and Military Loans Acts 
in the ensuing year. The right hon. 
Gentleman also spoke of the £4,000,000 
he was going to get from the Transvaal 
that he proposed to apply to the ex- 
tinction of debt. Would the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether that was an 
estimate or a realised asset ? 


*Mr, AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Gentleman had misunderstood 
him. The £4,000,000 would be obtained 
partly from the sinking fund already 
available, and partly from the Transvaal. 
The repayment from the Transvaal 
came to £1,250,000, and it had 
already been completed, or if not com- 
pleted, it would be completed in a 
few days. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he was afraid 
he had misunderstood the right hon, 
Gentleman. He was under the im- 
pression that the rignt hon. Gentleman 
stated that he was going to obtain 
this from the ‘Transvaal. Another 
point which he would not’ labour 
was the Transvaal Loan of £30,000,000, 
because if it was possible to get some- 
thing from the Transvaal on that account 
it need not now be considered, as the 
possibility was of a very remote character. 
They all welcomed the resolution that 
the Debt Charge was to be increased to 
£28,000,000. They had deplored the 
diminution that had taken place in the 
rast. It had been a matter of regret 
that strenuous efforts had not been made 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
return of peace times to embark in some 
scheme for the reduction of debt. He had 
always thought that the country would 
have been willing to allow a good deal of 
jthe increased taxation that was imposed 
during the period of the war to remain 
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on its shoulders if it.had been sure that 
by so doing it had a prospect of work- 
ing off a great portion of the debt 
incurred for that war. Whilst they 
welcomed the general review the right 
hon. Gentleman took of the conditions 
of the Excise and Customs revenue, they 
noticed one feature the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not referred to, which was that 
the falling off of the Excise and Customs 
seemed to have been much greater in the 
last quarter of the year just expired than 
it had been formerly. 


There was another point upon which 
he would like some explanation. He 
thought he heard the right hon. Gentle- 
man say that the estimated return of a 
penny in the £ on income-tax for the 
ensuing year was only £2,300,000. 
Hitherto the estimate had always been 
£2,500,000. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
No, not the estimated return; what I 
said was that the amount I should lose 
by taking off a penny would be 
£2,300,609. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he must have 
misunderstood the right hon. Gentleman, 
He was sitting in the gallery and was 
afraid he must have misheard a very 
great deal of what the right hon. Gentle- 
man said. Last year the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken £2,500,0U0 as the 
estimated yield of the income-tax, and 
that apparently was the high-water mark. 
because the income-tax tables for the 
past half-a-dozen years showed that the 
yield of a penny went on steadily in- 
creasing until about three years ago, 
when it touched £2,590,000. Since that 
time it had been stationary, and what he 
intended to ask was, had there been any 
verification of the figures since that time. 
He congratulated the Government on 
the fact that this was the first Budget 
for some years in which there had been 
any real attempt to diminish expenditure, 
or at least to make a determined stand 
against the continuously increasing ex- 
penditure. They welcomed the fact that 
1t had been possible to put a curb on 
the increase of our national expenditu:e, 
and also the fact that the Government 
were making use of some of their surplus 
for the diminution of the burden of debt 
which was on the shoulders of the people, 
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step towards a more economical and 
reasonable system of finance. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he thought it was perhaps more 
possible to express an off-hand opinion 
on this Budget than on almost any he 
had heard in this House, because it 
wasso extremely simple. He had 
felt this year that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and the Government 
with which he had to act must choose 
between bringing in a popular Budget 
or a sound HKudget, and he con- 
gratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
most heartily upon bringing in a sound 
Budget. Whether it would become 
more popular in consequence of the reduc- 
tion ef the tea duty he would not stop 
to inquire. His effoits had always been 
directed towards sourd finance, which 
meant mainly the extinction of debt. 


He thought the wave cf sobriety which 
tke Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
stated was passing over the country had 
touched His Majesty’s Government. 
There were indications of it in various 
directiors, but in none had it given him 
more satisfaction than with regard 
to Supplementary Estimates. From the 
time the present Government came into 
office down to the present year, the 
Supplementary Estimates had practically 
never been Jess than £2,000,000, and last 
year they actually amounted to£4,600,000. 
his year, however, they amounted to 
only £700,000, which in itself was a proof 
that the Government had felt that ‘“ wave 
of sotriety” to which the right hon. 
Gentleman referred. Another proof 
was to be found in the Paper issued by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
alternoon, in which for the first time 
were to be found the items “‘ Estimated 
payments out of revenue assigned to 
Local Taxation Accounts,” ‘Esti- 
mated expenditure chargeable against 
Capital,” “Revenue assigned to Local 
Taxation Accounts,” and ‘“ Borrowings 
to meet Expenditure chargeable against 
Capital.” The giving of those items 
corstituted a sound departure in the 
Budget Statement. Personally, he wished 
the right hon. Gentleman had gone a 
little turther, and sct fo:th also the 
Appropriations - in - Aid as well as the 

Mr. Buchanan. 
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and they hoped that this was the first | 
Account. 


‘ local debt. 
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intercepted sum for the Local Taxation 
But too much must not be 
expected at once. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had entered upon the 
path of true accountancy; he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would pursue it to 
the end, and that next year there would 
bea further account showing what were 
the estimated Appropriations - in - Aid. 
The National Accounts ought to 
be both complete, true, and intelligible ; 
at present they were neither. In order 
to be all three they must include on the 
one side all receipts whatever, whether 
from taxes, from intercepted taxes, or 
from Appropriations-in-Aid, and on the 
other all outgoings whatever; for our 
account was a receipt and issue account. 
Besides this there should be a Debt 
account, and to both ample explana- 
tions might be added. He under- 
stood that the question was to be re- 
ferred to the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. That was a most proper course, 
and he hoped that that body would be 
able to make suggestions which would 
tend to improve the accounts and to 
make them at once true and intelligible. 
But even with the inclusion of the items 
to which he had referred, the statement 
of the national finances would still be 
incomplete without the items of local ex- 
penditure, now amounting to £164,000,000 
a year, and local debt, which had reached 
the appalling total of £469,000,000. What 
he would like to have on Budget night 
or soon after was a Statement from either 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer or the 
President of the Local Government 
Board of the year’s local expenditure and 
The House would then have 
a complete conspectus of the national 
finances, but without these further items 
it was impossible to form a _ proper 
estimate of the true financial position of 
the country. 


The “wave of sobriety” was appar- 
ent also in the fact that a certain 
amount of retrenchment was promised 
this year—a matter of £1,8(0.000. The 
field of retrenchment, properly worked, 
would yield not £1,800000, but ten 
times that sum without any detriment 
to the public service. He deeply iegretted, 
therefore, that the right hon. Gentleman 
had not gone further. Still, it was a 
good beginning, it was a heading, for the 
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first time in the history of the present 
Government, in the right instead of the 
wrong direction, and he congratulated 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer upon it. 
With regard to the estimates, however, 
he was afraid the mistakes made last 
vear had never been equalled. Accord- 
ing to the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment, there were mistakes of £500,00) 
on Customs, £750,000 on Excise, £650,000 
on estate duties, and £1,250,000 on pro- 
perty and income-tax. It was true that 
these mistakes were not all one side; 
they were to a certain extent compensa- 
tory, but st.ll they were all mistakes, 
amounting in the aggregite to over 
£4,000,000, That was a very unusual 
error for public Departments to make. 
With regard to the estate duties, the 
right hon. Gentleman had established a 
new system of collection which excluded 
the public from the office, a system which 
was destined to diminish and which had 
already diminished the receipts year by 
vear, and it was to be hoped that when 
he again looked into the accounts he 
would see the advisability of restoring 
the old system. One of the mistakes to 
which he had referred was, he believed, 
the creation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself, through his ‘ hustling” 
of the income-tax paver. He did not 
sympathise with the income - tax 
paver for having to pay his tax at 
the right moment, but it would certainly 
be found that by the amount the 
right hon. Gentleman had ‘“ hustled’”’ 
this year his receipts next year would 
be diminished, because a number of 
income-tax payers would, as a matter 
of fact, have paid two years tax In one 
Vear, 


The most serious part of the Budget 
was the Debt; with that the right hon. 
Gentleman had dealt courageously and, 
on the whole, satisfactorily. What the 
right hon. Gentleman was pleased to call 
the “dead-weight debt ” or the Funded 
Debt was really the least objectionable 
portion. The capital liabilities, which 
were equally “ dead,” were a much more 
objectionakle form of debt. He had 
never been able to ascertain why they 
were called ‘capital liabilities,” as they 
were no more a charge on capital than 
any other debt. The Funded Debt last 
year amounted to £762,629,000, and the 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourts Sertzs.] 


{10 Aprit 1905} 


1090 


capital liabilities to £31,868 ,000, or a total 
of £794,497,000. This year the Funded 
Debt had g»n2 dowa to £755,072,900, but 
capital liabilities had gone up to 
£41,564,000, making a_ total of 
£796,636 .090, or an increase of £2,139,000. 
There were, in addition, other serious 
liabilities, suchas the contingent liabilities 
of the State, including the Saving Banks 
liability, and the guaranteed loans, in all 
wWiich there had been immense recent 
increases. But, large as had been the 
increase in these and in the Funded Debt, 
there had been a far larger proportionate 
increase in the Unfunded Debt, and these 
irregular forms of debt were the most 
objectionable. Taking interest and 
allowances, the Unfunded Debt cost the 
country 3°29 per cent per annum. That 
was a very serious matter. The Unfunded 
Debt had increased by £4,000,000 during 
the vear, but the right hon. Gentleman 
was going to pay off £4,090,00), partly out 
of his realised surplus, and partly out of 
payments due from the Transvaal, on 
which the right hon. Gentleman thought 
he could surely count, 


and Means. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Out 
of the New Sinking Fund, not out of the 
realised surplus. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said in that 
case he would have to find fault with 
the right hon. Gentleman for arresting 
the surplus on its way to the New 
Sinking Fund for the extinction of debt. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
realised surplus is the Old Sinking Fund, 
and one of the purposes to which that 
fund may be put, under the Act of 1875, 
is the strengthening of the balances, and 
{ propose to apply the realised surplus 
to that purpose. With the New Sinking 
Fund and the Transvaal repayment I 
propose to extinguish £4,000,000 of the 
£14,000,000 Exchequer Bonds. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that, in 
view of the statement the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had just made, he had 
no great quarrel with the right hon. 
Gentleman. It would be extremely im- 
proper to apply the surplus through the 
balances to purposes of expenditure, but 


, since it was going to reduce the Unfunded 
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Debt, that was one of the most proper 
uses to which it could be put. 


Ways 


Then the right hon. Gentleman had 
made a provision of a somewhat novel 
character to pay off £10,0C0,000 of 
Unfunded Debt, and this was one of the 
most important features df the Budget. 
It was an entirely new order of provision, 
and seemed to be of the same nature as 
was sometimes made for the payment 
of Funded Debt by means of terminable 
annuities. This £10,000,000 would ex- 
tinguish itself one-tenth in each year, 
and therefore more quickly than the 
ordinary terminable annuities. Thev 
were making a provision for the extinc- 
tion of the Unfunded Debt under 
circumstances which absolutely secured 
that that particular sinking fund, which 
the £10,000,000 carried, could not be 
dealt with by any Chancellor of the 
exchequer in the future, however ne- 
farious he might be. He thought, while 
avowing that he dd not yet profess 
completely to understand the full nature 
of the new proposals or how the 
£10,000,000 was to be issued, that was 
satisfactory. There was one other point 
which he wished to suggest. As the right 
hon. Gentleman had instituted quite a 
new method of dealing with the Unfunded 
Debt, he would suggest to him that he 
should consider the revival of the Ex- 
chequer Bill, which was jormerly used 
with great advantage not only to the 
Exchequer itself but also to the outside 
public. At the present time they had 
no Exchequer Bill, and it had become 
extinct. Many of them had long advo- 
cated an increase in the fixed permanent 
charge, and he attached more importance 
to that increase which was now to be 
effected, making a permanent addition to 
the fixed charge of £1,C00,000, and thus 
raising the charge itself to £28,000,000, 
than to any other feature in the Budget. 
His belief was that the House had now 
so roused itself and that the country had 
become so fully aware of the importance 
of guarding the Sinking Fund, that he 
did not think any future Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be allowed to 
tamper with that charge. The addition 
of £1,000,000 to the fixed charge was an 
act of courage and propriety and was the 
soundest finance. 
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and Means. 


With regard to the reduction of the tea 
duty, he hoped that it would be popular, 
although he did not think it would have 
been so popular as a reduction of the 
income-tax. For his own part, he would 
as soon see the reduction made in the tea 
duty as upon the income-tax. This pro- 
posal gave an advantage of £1,500,000 to 
the drinkers of tea, and he took this action 
on the part of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, who said that it would give 
relief to every household in the Kingdom, 
as a proof that he at least did not believe 
that the foreigner paid that money, but 
that it was paid by the consumers of tea 
in this country. It was a most satisfac- 
tory Budget, and he congratulated tlhe 
Chancellor of the Exchequer upon having 
resisted the temptation of making his 
office a means of acquiring popularity for 
the Government, and upon having insti- 
tuted a system of very sound and very 
wholesome finance. 


*Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) 
congratulate the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer upon the addition he had ma‘e 
to the Sinking Fund. He did not, how- 
ever, like the way in which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer proposed to deal with 
the floating debt. He entirely agreed 
that that debt was a great deal too large, 
but his dislike to it was more in regard 
to the formation of. another form of 
debt. They had sufficient forms of debt 
already, aud if he could have merged 
this new proposal] into a debt whieh 
already existed it would have been 
much better than the creation of a new 
form of debt. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was not creating Exchequer 
Bonds but a terminable annuity which 
might be drawn at any time. That was 
a novelty, and it did not get rid of one 
very great disadvantage, which was that 
it remained practically part of the 
floating debt that could not be taken up 
by the ordinary investor. It was perfectly 
true that they were tying up debt fora 
certain time, but if it was to be drawn at 
any time it would not be the kind of 
investment which ordinary people cared 
for, and it would not go into the hands 
of the ordinary investor, but would be 
taken up like the rest of the floating 
debt, principally in the city of London, 
| depressing the money market there, and 
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Ways 


thereby raising the rate of interest against | 
the interests of the whole community. 


He was very glad that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had seen his way to 
take twopence off tea. He came down 
to the House that day rather ex- 
pecting that it would be necessary for 
him to denounce the right hon. Gentle- 
man for relieving the direct taxpayer 
instead of the indirect taxpayer. He 
noticed that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stated that he did not con- 
sider that the income-tax should be left 
in time of peace at ls, inthe £. At the 
same time he did not think that indirect 
taxation ought.to be left at the height 
it was at present in time of pvace. 
The direct taxpayers had benefited to 
the extent of £5,000,000 not long ago, 
and while the indirect taxpayers were still | 
charged £4,500,000 since the war taxation 
more than the direct taxpayers, they 
were still in the debt of the country, 
and indirect taxes even beyond those 
upon tea ought to be taken off before 
the iiicome-tax was reduced. He admitted 
that that was not the popular view in 
the House, but he believed that it was 
sound, and it was only fair and just to 
the poorer classes of the community. It 
would also be in the general interests of 
the country, because he was sure that 
the amount of indirect taxation, more 
especially that portion of it upon food, 
was at present depressing the whole trade 
of the country, and in his opinion it was 
the main cause of trade depression at the 
preset moment, 


The Chancellor ot the  Exche- 
quer had pointed out that Customs 
were £500,000 less, and Excise £750,000 
less. He did not think there was any 
surer proof that the trade of the country 
was bad than these figures. The right 
hon. Gentleman had stated that the 
reduction in Excise was mainly owing to 
the more temperate habits of the people 
of this country, but he was afraid that 
this was rather an exaggeration, and he 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would find in the coming year that the 
amount of liquor consumed would increase 
again. Atthe present moment he thought 
that this decrease was a sign of bad 
trade. Undoubtedly the fiscal contro- | 
versy had produced a certain amount of | 


bad trade, although he believed that the | 
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people were beginning to regain confi- 
dence. The present high rate of interest 
upon money was detrimental to trade 
both mercantile and industrial, and this 
again brought them back to the main 
reason for the bad home trade, namely, 
the very heavy taxation upon the country. 
They could not put 4d. upon the income- 
tax, increase the sugar duty, place a 
duty upon coal, and corn, and increase 
the duties on beer, spirits, tobacco, and 
tea without seriously interfering with the 
prosperity of the people. The fact was 
that at the present time people had 
not got so much money to spend, 
and therefore they could not buy 
the articles they required, and trade 
suffered in consequence in all directions. 
Last year the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
gave them some figures to show how the 
wealth of the country had increased at a 
greater rate than the expenditure. He 
took forty years from 1864 to 1904, and 
he stated that whilst in the year 1864-5 
the national income was £700,009.000, in 
1904 it had risen to £1,750,000,000 or 150 
per cent. He further stated that the ex- 
penditure in the same period had only 
risen by 125 per cent., showing that the 
wealth of the country had grown more 
rapidly than the expenditure. Although 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
no doubt right in those figures, he did 
not think he would have got so satis- 
factory a result if he had taken the 
period before the war. He had been 
reading an article by Lord Welby which 
showed that up to that time the wealth 
of the country had been increasing at a 
greater ratio than the population, and 
showing that since the war the taxable 
capacity of the people had almost ceased 
to have an increasing ratio at all. The 
people were practically being taxed up 
to the point where the fertility of the 
resources of the country had almost ceased 
to increase. Lord Welby took the period 
from 1894-5 and 1897-8, and he pointed 
out that in the three years just before 
the war the natural increase of the taxes, 
making allowance for all new taxation, 
was £8,500,000, whilst the increase of 


and Means. 


| population was | per cent., and therefore 


this would only have been something under 
£3,000,000 at the same rate. Then he took 
the last seven years and he found that 
the natural increase in the growth of 
taxation was £7,000,000 or £1,000,000 a 
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year, but the natural increase in ratio to 
the growth of population would have been 
only £6,000,000, so the net result had only 
been an increase of £100,000, while it 
had been £2,000,000 in the previous 
period. The taxable capacity of the 
people had ceased to be fertile and had 
ceased to grow, and he believed that 
that was owing to the vast taxation 
which the war had necessitated. 


Ways 


He was very glad to hear what had 
been said about capital expenditure, and 
there was no doubt that the attention of 
the country was being directed to this 
question. This was most important, 
because hitherto the expenditure had 
increased very much in this direction, 
and the growth in the last fifteen years 
had been portentous. They had spent 
£52,000,000 upon these loans, and the 
worst of it was that the sinking fund and 
the interest that had accrued had not 
been paid out of the Consolidated Fund, 
but had been buried away in the Esti- 
mates, and this fact had not been fully 
recognised by the public. In the past, 
Parliament had lost control over this 
expenditure, and the Public Accounts 
Committee had condemned by Resolu- 
tion the growth of this system. This 
was getting a Very serious matter indeed. 
Obviously when these Estimates were not 
laid before Parliament there was great 
extravagance on the part of officials. It 
might be said that these works were all 
of a permanent character, and that it 
was not fair to charge the whole on the 
present \taxpayers. It was a great deal 
more unfair to charge it on the future. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
stated that the sinking funds were very 
severe, and that the debt was being 
rapidly paid off. The hon. Member said 
he had occasion to apply to the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury the other day for 
information, and he asked what sinking 
fund there was in respect of the Pacific 
Cable. He was informed that the Pacific 
Cable loan annuities were running for 
fifty years. He did not think there was 
a cable fifty years in existence. His 
lupression was that the first American 
cable which was laid had not been used 
for some years, and it was impos- 
sible to conceive that a cable should 
last for fifty years. The claim 
put forward that it was sound finance to 
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set up these annuities to reduce the debt 
in a short pericd was not borne out by 
the annuities of the Pacific Cable. It 
was said that this was exceptional 
expenditure. If it was exceptional some- 
thing could be said for it, but so far from 
its being exceptional it had been growing 
vear by year. These items ought year 
by year to come on the Estimates. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said it seemed to him that this 
Budget marked a new departure, and the 
House might congratulate itself. He had 
always advocated that we should do 
much more than we wes doing to pay 
off debt. It seemed to him that a nation 
such as this with its revenue of 1,700 
or 1,800 millions a vear did not 
spend much cn the reduction of debt. 
He thought we should increase the 
permanent sinking fund, and he was 
delighted that- the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been able to resist the 
temptation to secure popularity by a 
greater reduction of taxation and had 
devoted a large part of his surplus to the 
reduction of the stupendous debt we now 
owed. He did not mind telling the right 
hon. Gentleman candidly that he should 
have preferred if he had applied the whole 
of the surplus to paying off debt. He 
shou'd have preferred if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not reduced the duty 
on tea. It had to be remembered that we 
were living in serious times. He did not 
agree with the hon. Member for the Luton 
Division that the taxable power of the 
nation was very nearly at an end in 
many directions. This nation, though 
highly taxed, was not so highly taxed as 
many European countries. It seemed to 
him, considering that our Imperial and 
local taxation was going up by such leaps 
and bounds, our children or grandchildren 
would enormously suffer for it He 
thought, therefore, the one and only 
practical way of reducing expenditure 
was to increase the Sinking Fund to pay 
off the Debt. It might seem rather an 
anomaly to increase the Sinking Fund to 
pay off debt. His idea, of course, was 
that the real cause of our increased ex- 
penditure was the House of Commons 
itself. There was no doubt whatever that 
they were continually demanding increased 
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Ways 
m one side or the other had each a par- 
ticular fancy, and advocated an extension 
of expenditure in that respect. He was 
delighted that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had been bold enough to give 
£1,000,000 more to the repayment of this 
debt. Although the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had done a good work, after all 
we were only setting aside the same 
amount as Sir Stafford Northcote did 
when he first instituted the fund. Consols 
at that time paid a higher rate of interest 
than now. While be was extremely glid 
that this was being done, he would urge 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether our expenditure had not so 
largely increased that something more 
even should not be done now to repay 
the Debt. When one came to think of 
it £10,000,000 a vear was not, after all, 
a very large sum to set aside for paying 
off our debt. The reduction of debt 
seemed to him to be a most important 
preparation for the future. It would 
tend to the improvement of the money 
market and the position of the finances 
of this country. 


There was nothing which, in his opinion, 
would have a greater effect on the money 
market than the step the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken. During the past 
ten years an enormous increase in the 
expenditure of the country had taken 
place. He would not discuss why the 
war took place; the fact remained that, 
owing tothe large amount of debt which 
had been repaid, we were able to raise 
£100.000,000 for that war without much 
fear of the effect of it, and without feeling 
the pressure at the moment. Therefore, 
we were practically bound, considering 
that we got the benefit of the trans- 
action, to go on increasing the repayment 
of the Debt in proportion to the wealth 
and development of the country. The 
country had increased in riches to an 
enormous extent. There was, indeed, a 
“reat amount of poverty, but when they 
looked at the condition of the income-tax 
which, after all, was one of the best tests 
there was of national progress, there was 
no doubt whatever, that the wealth of 
the country during the past fifty years 
had enormously increased. During the 
next twenty or thirty years we might 
hope for peace throughout the world 
Owing to the awful example of the war 
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which was now going on, and that was 
one reason why we should make a great 
effort to reduce the Debt. 


The right hon. Gentleman referred 
to the subject of the taxes on alcohol, 
and pointed out that there had been 
a considerable reduction. Nobody 
would rejoice more than himself if 
this reduction were brought about by 
an improvement in the condition of the 
people through a desire not to drink 
alcoho] to che extent they did. He did 
not wish to be pessimistic. It was 
probable that part of the reduction was 
due to that cause, but he could not 
think that it was to a very great extent 
a matter they could congratulate 
themselves upon at present.  Statis- 
tics showed that even now we spent 
very nearly £20 a family on alcohol 
per annum. That was a very large 
expenditure, although it was less than it 
used to be. He had no hesitation in 
saying that a nation that could spend 
within a few pence of £20 a family per 
annum on alcohol could afford to pay off 
a good deal more than £10.00),000a year 
of debt. He should be glad if by any 
possible means they could divert a good 
deal of this money to the payment of 
debt. He was not a fanatic on the 
temp2rance question, but it could har lly 
be said that the people were overtaxed 
when they voluntarily took upon them- 
selves this enormous incubus. The 
people would be healthier and better off 
if thev drank less. He understood the 
Chancellor 0° the Exchequer’s position 
and there was a great deal to be said for 
it. Although twopence per pound was a 
nice reduction on the tea duty, he would 
point out that asthe poorer classes bought 
tea by the ounce and half-ounce they 
would not get much benefit out of the 
reduction. He was convinced that 
these remissions ol taxes did not reach 
the consum>r who was in a small way. 
He thought the tea dealer and the 
great flourishing companies which in the 
past had been making large sums would 
continue to make larger sums. Thos» 
who bought by the pound would get a 
benefit, but the buyers of ounces and 
half ounces would not get very much 
benefit. What happened in the case of 
the reduction of the tobacco duty would 
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by the ounce and half-ounce get no bene- 
fit at all. 


He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was not fair in his reference to the 
difference in relief to the direct and in- 
direct taxpayer. It was not unreason- 
able to say that the direct taxpayer had 
received greater benefit than the indirect. 
It must be Lorne in mind that the death 
duties might be called a direct payment 
because they came from the descendants 
of those who left estates. There was no 
doubt that the direct taxpayer did pay an 
enormous sum for taxation. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite should remember that the 
income-tax was not a rich man’s tax. 
There was a popular delusion that it was a 
rich man’s tax, No doubt many of those 
who paid the tax were rich, but the 
great burden of the tax fell upon the 
classes who were the most heavily taxed 
in the country. These people paid their 
full share of indirect taxes, and in addition 
paid a very large proportion of the 
direct taxation, and especially the in- 
come-tax. It must be remembered also 
that they paid a very large proportion 
of the death duties. It was true that a 
large portion of the death duties came 
from millionaires, and no doubt the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer regretted 
that he had not more of them this year. 
But, after all, the great bulk of the death 
duties came from the smaller estates 
which were distributed among small 
people. The result was that those who 
received small legacies of £2,000 or 
£3,000, if the matter was worked out on 
the annuity system, would be found to 
be paying considerably on receiving these 
estates. He thought himself that the 
income-tax payers in having to pay 1s. 
in the £ were taxed extremely high. It 
was an exorbitant rate which twenty, 
thirty, or forty years ago would never 
have been dreamt of. This enormous 
tax was due to the general spirit which 
prevailed that the State should do so 
many things more now than in former 
times. They were running to a great 
extreme, and demanding from the State 


many things they ought not to demand. | 


He had always been an advocate of indi- 
vidual effort and self-reliance, and he 
believed that the many things which were 
now being done at the expense of the 
State were tending rather to take away 


Sir George Partley. 


{COMMONS} 


1100 


the self-reliance of the people than to 
encourage them to do what they ought to 
do for themselves. 


and Means. 


On the question of the floating debt 
he fully agreed with what had been 


said, He regarded this debt as a great 
danger to the community. It had 


caused a great deal of trouble in the 
money market and in the business werld. 
It was a thing which ought never to have 
been allowed to growas it had done. He 
was one of those who believed that before 
very long we should get the first instal- 
ment of £10,000,000 from the Transvaal. 
When received. he hoped it would go at 
once to the reduction of the floating 
debt. Although the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
Was over sanguine as to the date when it 
would be paid, the hon. Member was 
satisfied that it would be paid. He was 
delighted that an effort had been made 
in the direction of the payment of debt 
because he believed nothing would 
strengthen this country more in the eyes 
of the world than the reduction of our 
debt. A wise Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer did not Jook for popularity in taking 
off taxes, but tried to do the best he 
could for the country by devoting a large 
sum to the getting rid of debt which, if 
the day should come when we should not 
be so well off, would be a heavy millstone 
hanging round our necks. 


*Sir WILLIAM HOLLAND (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Rotherham) said the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer appeared to have taken 
the line of least resistance. He 
noticed that when the details of the 
Budget were being unfolded there were 
several ‘old hands” within these four 
walls; and he was not sure that any 
of these ‘‘old hands” could have done 
better in the circumstances than the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Indeed, some of his proposals seemed to 
have been devised by an “old hand.” 
No doubt the strengthening of the Sinking 
Fund would improve the credit of the 
Government in the City, and the redue- 
tion of the duty on tea, which was so 
largely consumed as an article of food by 
the poor, did in effect disarm criticism 
very largely from the Opposition side of 
the House. That reduction was not a very 
substantial one in itsel{i—amounting to 
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only £1,500,000, but they had to be thank- 
ful for comparatively very small mercies. 
It might be described as a mercy of micro- 
scopic dimensions but when they recalled 
the fact that the tea duty and the sugar 
duty were war taxes they had a right to 
expect, now that the war was over, there 
should be a reduction in these duties. 
He hoped they would be removed before 
long, and that the coal duty, which was 
handicapping a very important trade of 
the country, would also beremoveil. The 
coal tax, it was agreed, was a daily, 
hourly, handicap to a very important 
trade in the country, and some who said 
when the tax was introduced that thecoal 
supply of this country would not last very 
long, must have had their fears allayed 
by the Report of the Royal Commission, 
and therefore they might now reasonably 
expect the support of those hon. Members 
in demanding the early repeal of the coal 
tax. [fit could be shown that employment 
had diminished in consequence of that 
tax, its removal could not be a matter of 
indifference to an enlightened and sym- 
pathetic Government. Indeed, he knew 
that the Government were interested in 
removing hindrances to the employment of 
the people, or they would not have agreed 
to the appointment of the Industria! Alco- 
holCommitte2. The Report of that Com- 
mittee was on the point of being presented, 
ind although it was not 0} en to him to say 
invthing about its details, yet as a m2m- 
ver of the Committee he could say that the 
Committee was animated in its prepara- 
tion by a sincere desire to remove shackles 
irom industry where they ceuld be proved 
to exist. 


He was glad to hear the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer say that things, on the 
whole, had turned out better last year 
than they expected at the beginning of 
the year. That proved that trade had 
not been so had as had been conte aded 
on so many platforms. He expected that 
the Budget would be criticised, not so 
much because of the methods proposed 
for raising money as because of the large 
amounts contemplated to be rased. 
Although they had paid more than ever 
they still owed more than ever. It 
almost seemed as if they had been 
paying twice over. I[t was like a 
man who had been drinking whiskey 
ind wanted another glass; and the 
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publican said his customer might have 
another glass if*he paid for the last. 
‘“*But,” said the toper to the publican, 
“have you paid for it yourself?” 
“Yes,” replied the publican. “ Well,” 
answered the toper, “ there is no need to 
pay for the same thing twice over.” This 
country had been paying or would have 
to pay not only twice, but many 
times over in the shape of extra taxation 
or accumulated indebtedness. It was need- 
less to say that our great National Debt 
was a heavy burden on the nation. The 
United States, simultaneously with a 
great increas» of wealth, had been sub- 
stantially reducing their national debt ; 
whereas ours had been growing all the 
while. Of two rival nations, if one added 
to its burdens by piling up debt and 
another diminished its burdens by paying 
off debt, it was easy to se, other things 
being equal, which one would come 
out victor in the end. They had heard 
a great deal about reduction of arma- 
ments. They prided themselves, and 
very justly, on their improved foreign 
relations at the present time; and on 
the Anglo-French Agreement. He hope! 
matters would not end there; but that 
the same statesmanship which had con- 
cluded that and other agreements would 
render a further service to humanity by 
inducing the leading nations to reduce pro 
rata their armaments. If that could be 
accomplished, it was clear that the safety 
of our Empire would not be imperilled 
in any way, for it would remain relatively 
the same, while the comfort and happi- 
ness of our people would, owing to their 
diminished burdens, be enormously in- 
crease. , 


*Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said he had heard nineteen 
Budgets, but never one which had been 
received with such approval as that just 
introduced by his right hon. friend. He 
must congratulate the right. hon. Gentle- 
man very much on his having hal the 
courage to reduce the tea duty by one- 
fourth. He looked upon that reduction 
with special pleasure. It would en- 
courage production of tra almost entirely 
within the British Empire, becaus2 
the tendency more and more was 
to consum? British-grown rather than 
China tea. Therefore, it would be 
received with as much favour in India 
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as in this country. 
attention to the splendid results of the 
investment in 1875, by this country, in 
Suez Canal shares. We held 176,602 
shares and Lord Beaconsfield paid for 
them £22 15s. per share, and they were 
now worth £185. In other words, that 
for which we paid £4,009,000 was now 
worth nearly £33,000,000 sterling, on 
which we were receiving £1,040,000 a 
year or 26 per cent. How was that 
large dividend earned? Mainly by British 
ships. Of the forty principal steamship 
companies whose vessels made passages 
thiough the canal, all but fifteen were 
British ; and of the 11,000,000 tons of 
shipping using the Canal no less than 
6,£00,000 were British. He wished to ask 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer if he did 
rot consider that some part of the enor- 
mous dividend of 26 per cent., or had been, 
which reimbursed three times over the 
original investment, should not be devoted 
to lightening the burden on the ships which 
earned the income ? He _ understood 
that it had been accepted some time ago 
that the Canal divider d shou!d not exceed 
25 per cent., and that all profit over that 
should go to the benefit of the shipping 
uring the canal. The Suez Canal Company 
conducted the business most admirably. 
They had reduced the time of passage 
to an average of seventeen hours, and had 
ircreased the pilots ard the passage 
accommodation. But it was a sore point 
with Prit'sh shipowners that the Canal 
rules provided for the inclusion in the tax- 
able tonnage of aship all spaces available 
for the carriage of cargo, stores, or pas- 
sengers, irrespective of the fact whether 
such were actually carried on any particu- 
lar voyage. Although the British Govern- 
ment was represented hy three directors, 
and the British shipowners by seven 
directors, there was great difficulty in 
reducing the tax on deck erections and 
the ordinary tax of 8 francs perton. The 
income of the canal was no less than 
£4,500,000 last vear, and the working 
expenses only 25 per cent., and he 
thought that part of the 26 per cent. 
dividend received by the British public 
should go to the relief of the ship- 
owners using the Canal. It was_per- 
tectly easy “to do it if some of the 
dividend were applied to relieve some 
of the charges which pressed so heavily 
upon British shipping, such as the light. 
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dues. It would be a very great advantage 
to:the British seafaring community, and 
would only be a legitimate return for the 
enormous sums earned for the nation 
by the British traffic through the canal. 
He also thought something should be 
done to increase the voting power of this 
country in the affairs of the canal. We 
owned 176,000 shares, which was about 
two-fifths of the whole, and we had ten 
directors on the board out of thirty-two, 
but we only had a voting power of 250 
shares, which was far less than we were 
entitled to. 


and Means. 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R 

Spen Valley) said he congratulated the 
right hon. Gentleman on his Budget, not 
because it was a satisfactory Budget, but 
because it was less unsatisfactory than 
those of previous years. It was so fat 
satisfactory because it showed a tendenc\ 
in the right direction, and also that in se 
far as it had provided for the expenditur 
of the vear it had done so in a sound and 
satisfactory way. He did not think the 
Chanceller of the Exchequer would find 
that the Exchequer Bonds he was going t 
issue for the repayment of the £10,000,000 
of floating debt would be so popular with: 
the public as he anticipated. People did 
not like these investmeuts that were al 
wavs being taken up. The Committee 
must rot run away either with the idea 
that there was a large 1eduction of ex- 
penditure this year. They must remem- 
ber that the expenditure last year wa: 
not up to the Estimate, and that therefor 
the actual reduction this year was less 
by that amount. He did not agree 
with those who accused the right hon. 
Gentleman of hustling up the payment 
of the income-tax. It ought to be paid 
sooner than it was now paid. It was 
not now paid until the fourth quarter 
of the year, and the Committee owed 
their thanks to the right hon. Gentleman 
and the Inland Revenue Department for 
hurrying these people up. He had not 
an atom of sympathy with those who, 
having taken as it were nine months 
credit, complained, when the time came 
that they had to pay, that they were 
being hustled. It was unfair and unjust 
to those who did pay their taxes when 


they were due. He was sorry the right 


hon. Gentleman had not seen his way to 
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making some difference in the income- 
tax charges on the various classes of 
income. There was no difficulty what- 
ever in having a different rate of taxation 
upon incomes earned to that on incomes 
derived from investments. He thought 
incomes from investments should pay a 
higher rate of taxation altogether than 
those earned. 


They were all glad to hear from 
the mght hon. Gentleman of the more 
sober habits of the community and the 
consequent decrease in the consumption 
of beer and spirits, but he did not think 
that the lower consumption was due so 
much to the greater sobriety of the people 
as to their smaller spending capacity. 
He had noticed that the revenue 
from the consumption of liquor had 
always risen or fallen with the increase or 
decrease of trade, although we were grow- 
ing more sober, as was proved by the fact 
that for the last thirty years when trade in- 
creased the corresponding increase of this 
revenue had not been so great as in the 
previous years. He quite agreed with the 
right hon, Gentleman that the decrease in 
the revenue from drink this vear was not 
due in any way to legislation, for nobody 
could say that the so-called temperance 
measure of the Government was anything 
of the kind. The right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to be a little anxious about the 
yap that in the future would be created 
in the revenue by the diminution of the 
consumption of liquor, but he need have 
no fear, because when the people gave up 
Wasting their money in this way they 
would be 15s. in the £ better off, and 
would provide a larger revenue in other 


wavs. He thought at one time, when 
the right hon. Gentleman referred to 


the Gentleman who paid nothing in 
taxation until the tax was put upon 
suyar, that he had discovered a way of 
taxing the teetotaler who, he quite ad- 
mitted, was in a favoured position, 
especially if he did not smoke, but he 
had been disappointed. The difficulty 
was to find something that that class did 
consume which other people did not that 
could be taxed, and that had defied the 
ingenuity of every Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer up to the present time. 

He regretted that the right hon. Gentle- 


man had said nothing in condemnation of 
the large expenditure of the cotntry. The 
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right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol had usually treated them 
generally to a strong expression of 
his opinion as to the serious danger 
attending the great increase of the 
national expenditure which, although 
it might not have had the effect he 
desire! upon the House, gave them an 
indication of the opinion of the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequor of the day. He 
could not understand why, since 1897-8, 
there should have been an increase of 
£30,000,000 in our naval and military 
expenditure. He was glad some- 
thing was going to be done to deal 
with the Unfunded Debt of £77,000,000, 
because a floating debt was a very 
serious burden on the trade of the 
country. This country had held its 
position in the trade of the world owing 
to the contro] of finance which enabled 
it to finance large foreign contracts, and 
now that other countries, especially 
Germany and the United States of 
America, could also put finance behind 
their contracts, competition was much 
more keen, and it became far more 
necessary for us to have command of 
that loose capital which had realiv been 
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the means of securing these large 
contracts in the past. It was not to 


duties and that kind of folly to which we 
must look to improve our trade. Our 
exports were greater now than ever thev 
had been. The weakness was at home in 
the too heavy expenditure of the country. 
That was what was diminishing the 
spending capacity of the people and the 
power of the manufacturer to keep his 
works up to the standard of efficiency 
to enable him to meet this competi- 
tion. Putting in new and up-to-date 
machinery meant paying out capital, and 
the higher the rate of interest was the 
more difficult it was for the manu- 
facturer to lay down new plant and 
machinery. 


He thought it came badly from 
the Government to reproach the local 
authorities for their expenditure, when 
it was borne in mind that much 
of that expenditure had been made on 
remunerative undertakings which would 
benefit the municipalities, and that it 
was the present Government and its 
predecessors who had encouraged the 
extravagance of the local authorities 
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by granting them subsidies, which were | be charged on the Consolidated Fund, 
always an encouragement of extrava- | and, as to the interest, be paidgas part 


vance. The Financial Secretary had 


of the permanent annual charge for the 
National Debt.”—(Mr. Austen Chamber- 


the expenditure had been that everyone | /ain.) 


| 
told the Committee that one reason for | 
| 


pressed for more expenditure. That had | 
always been so, and it was the duty of | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to sit | 
like a watch-dog on the national purse 
and refuse to concede those demands. 
It was because the Government in power 
was weak that they had not resisted the 
pressure put upon them, and that the, 
expenditure which this Budget showed 
so little tendency to rebuke had so 
enormously increased. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to. sit 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


EXCHEQUER BONDS. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That for the purpose of paying off any 
Exchequer Bonds issued under the Sup- 
plemental War Loan Acts of 1900, any 
sums not exceeding £10,000,000 be | 
raised by the issue of Exchequer Bonds 
to be current, subject to the provisions 
for the redemption of the total issue, 
for a period of ten vears, and that in each 
vear of that period one-tenth part of the 
total issue of the new Bonds be drawn 
for repayment and redeemed by the 
application for the purpose of the re- 
quisite part of the new sinking fund, 
and that the permanent annual charge 
for the National Debt be increased so 
as to be £28,000,000, That any expenses 
incurred in connection with raising 
or paying off any such sums, and the 
principal of and interest on anv such sums, 


Mr. Whittaker. 


ithe height of 
the 2d. which had been taken off tea was 
| not put on for the purposes of the war, 
| butto meet the deficit of £5,500,000 twelve 
| months ago. 


iof the 


| dealt 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he could 
not help thinking that the satisfaction 


' which had been expressed at the Budget 


of the right hon. Gentleman was a sign 
of how little the House and country 
expected from the present occupants 
of the Treasury Bench. The miserable 
reduction of £1,500,000 on the present 
scale of taxation three vears after the 


war in South Africa had ceased was the 
strongest possible condemnation of the 


capabilities of the present Government. 
No one would have believed that three 


'vears after the close cf the war this 


country would have found itself still at 
war taxation, because 


Three vears after the close 
of the war the sugar tax, a tax which 
bore most hardly on the poor, and most 
hardly upon one of the most promising 


5 


| trades of the country, was still in opera- 


tion. The tea tax was still 50 per cent. 


/more than it was before the war broke 
| out. 


We still had the income-tax at 
Is. instead of 8d., another 50 per cent. 
addition, The war tax on beer and spirits 
was still in existence, and our military 
and naval expenditure was £54,000,000 
above the peace level. Those who were 
thankful for such a Budget under these 
circumstances must be thankful for very 
smal! mercies indeed, 


Perhaps the most interesting portion 
statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman was that in which he 
with the decline «f receipts 
from Customs aid Excise. He told 
the Committee that from the year 100 
there had been a steady diminution 
from those sources. What were the facts / 
Everyone knew perfectly well that as 
soon as the froth of Jingoism disappeared 
the sovriety of the people increased, 
that as the practice of drinking went 
down so Liberalism went up, and it was 
doubly satisfactory to find that since 
the war fever had died down there had 
been considerable sobriety in drink, 
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asin other ways. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had attributed the decrease in the 
revenue from the consumption of liquor 
to the fact that the people took their 
pleasures in a more rational way. He 
should be glad to think that the right 
hon. Gentleman was right in attributing 
it to that cause. He himself had had 
some little experience which bore out 
the suggestion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and one of the elements which 
tended to the decrease of the liquor 
traffie was no doubt the increased 
facilities, such as electric tramways, 
which carried people quickly out and 
away from the great centre of indus- 
trv in which they earned their living. 
He agreed with the hon. Member for 
the Spen Valley that the Chancellor 
need have no fear of the revenue de- 
creasing In consequence of the increase 
of the sobriety of the people. The 
revenue which that would produce in 
other ways would more than compen- 
sate for the present wasteful expendi- 
ture in drink. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had said that what some of them 
might venture to call “the hustling” 
{ the income-tax payers had resulted 


in £800,000 being collected in excess , 
of what was collected last year in the | 


sume time, In his opinion the right 
hon. Gentleman had under-estimated the 
amount he had got in that manner, and 
he would like to know upon what the 
tight hon. Gentleman had based that 
estimate. He had promised a Return 
to the hon. Member for Edinburgh show- 
ing what amount of income - tax had 
been paid up to the Ist of March last 
vear as compared with previous vears. 
Unfortunately that statement was not 
to hand, otherwise they might have com- 
pared it. He would lke to know when 
that Return would be ready. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY! or 
rHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DisH, Derbyshire, W.) said he hoped 
it would be in the hands of Members 
in a very short time from now. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he hoped it 
would be in the hands of the Committee 
hefore the Income-tax Resolution was 
discussed. That was the point on which 
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the discussion as to the soundness of 
that estimate depended. The present 
Budget was the most hum-drum Budget 
it was possible to conceive, the one 
special point about it was that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had not had the 
courage to remit any of the burdens 
which pressed most heavily on trade. 
The tax on tea would indirectly help in 
that direction, but there were two great 
taxes which were as great a tax upon 
trade as they were upon the con- 
sumer; he referred to the sugar tax 
and the coal tax. The great inspiring 
feature of Budgets of bygone vears 
had been that Chancellors of those 
periods had had the courage to remit 
taxes which affected trade so that the re- 
movals in that direction would tend to 
increase trade and bring in further 
revenue. The present Chancellor of the 
‘xchequer did not believe in_ tree- 
trade, and, therefore, it was, perhaps, 
too much to expect that he would 
remove restrictions upon trade ; although, 
had he had the courage to do so he would 
have found that the increased freedom 
of trade would have resulted in the 
future in a far greater revenue. 

The point in the Budget to which most 
attention would probably be given was the 
Resolution with regard to the floating 
debt. The Resolution read from the?Chair 
ought, in his opinion, to have been placed 
on the Paper of the House in order that 
Members might have had an oppor- 
tunity of considering it before being 
called upon to discuss and decide it. He 
did not mean that it should have been 
placed upon the Paper before the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer made his state- 
ment. But inasmuch as there was no 
particular urgency and no sufficient de- 
mand made for its being discussed in a 
hurry, after twelve o’clock at night he 
thought the Government might see their 
way to allow the discussion on this Resolu- 
tion to stand over until to-morrow when 
the Committee would see the Resolu- 
tion upon the Paper. Next December 
£14,000,000 fell due for payment 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could not meet ; therefore he had come 
forward with a proposal to spread the re- 
payment over a further term of ten years. 
That was the very thing that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol tried to guard against when he 
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introduced that proposal to this House. 
He made those short terms for the express 
purpose of compelling the House, in so far 
as he could compel it at all, to meet its 
obligations. In 1900 the Member for West 
Bristol said— 

“[ do not propose to ask for any permanent 
borrowing power; I desire to adhere to the 
principle that we should as far as possible ear- 
mark our borrowing for the purposes of this war 
as temporary borrowing, and that it should be 
automatically pointed out to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of the day, whether I occupy 
the position, or it is occupied by anyboay else, 
that it is his duty at the earliest possible time 
to make provision for the reduction of the 
loan.”’ 


And then, when the matter came up on 
the further stage, he was challenged 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth, the late Sir William 
Harcourt, who quoted his declaration 
and said—- 

“Assuming the borrowing, I approve his 
declaration that he will not make it a per- 


manent borrowing, but will ear-mark it as 
temporary borrowing. That shows, as far as 


the circumstances admit, that the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer has a sound financial 


conscience.” 

Where had the sound financial conscience 
gone at the end of five years? Sir 
William Harcourt went on to say this 
was an excellent principle and he only 


hoped the Member for West Bristol 
might be the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer of the day to act upon it. This, | 


he (Mr. Whitley) thought, showed as 
clearly as possible that this borrowing 
was for the term of five years for the 
express purpose of making the House 
and the country set its house in order 
after the war was over, and he never 
imagined that they would be actu- 
ally unable to meet their liabilities un- 
til December of the present year, their 
taxation at the full height of the war level, 
and be compelled to ask their creditors to 


be good enough to take payment for ten | 


years at the rate of £1,000,000 per year, 
instead of being able to pay off that 
small portion of the floating debt. 
them observe what happened. By ex- 


tending this first portion of the war loan | 


over ten years they made it overlap a 


number of other items which would fall | 
due within that period, and so they would | 


be obliged to go on with one after another 
of those debts falling in, never able to 
meet them when due. This, in his 


Mr. Whitley, 


{COMMONS} 


Let | 


and Means. 1ll2 


| opinion, was far from being courageous 
‘finance ; it was pushing their liabilities 
| on to the future, on to other shoulders ; 
/and it was, above all, shirking the position 
/to which the Member for West Bristol 


| wished to bring the House. 


He had often protested against the 
continuation of war expenditure. He 
pointed out four years ago that unless 
a very strong hand was kept over all 
the Departments, expenditure which 
crept in under the excuse of the war 
would remain as permanent expenditure 
-and would never disappear; and he 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he could put in a separate column 
expenditure which had arisen out of the 
war, so that they should have it clearly 
in front of them and that their financial 
,conscience should never be satisfied til] 
it was cleared away. But nothing of 
the sort was done, and the Departments, 
all of them, had allowed the war stan- 
dard to become a minimum standard 
for the future. It would require a man 
of a great deal more courage than the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to compel the Departments to reduce 
their claims on the public to a proper 
standard. This, he thought, was 2 
correct description of the financial opere- 
tion which was proposed in the Resolu- 
tion before the House. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had said that he was 
going to raise this money at once, although 
it was not wanted for the particular 
purpose it was to be raised for till next 
December. In the meantime, he was 
going to apply it to the ordinary pw- 
poses of the revenue. No doubt he 
would make some saving in the amount 
of interest he would otherwise have to 
| pay on borrowings on ways and means, 
but for the space of nine months, till 
next Christmas, he was actually adding 
£10,000,000 to the liability of the country. 
If we were only going to pay off our 
floating debt of £77,000,000 at the rate 
of £1,000,000 a year, where were we ! 
|Surely the amount of our floating debt 
ought to be got back to something like 
- £20,000,000 or £25,000,000, which was 
considered to be the outside amount 
a few years ago. If, taking £50,000,000 
as the surplus above the normal amount 
/we were only going to pay it off at the 
| Tate of £1,000,000 a year, he thought 
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it was a very unsatisfactory state of{vaal, it meant that the Government 


things, and they could not look forward 
with satisfaction to the money market 
being left with this amount of national 
bonds or bills floating about for all 
that length of time. 


He would like to point out that it had 
a very serious effect in many ways. It 
raised the rate of interest for all short 
loans all over the country. He knew a 
town whose rates were actually increased 
8d. or 10d, in the pound simply by the ex- 
travagance of the present Government 
having forced up the rate of interest in the 
money market to such an extent that they 
had to pay extravagant prices for shorts 
term loans. It also had the additional 
effect that contracts were deferred, 
works were restricted; and it had a 
great deal to do with the congestion 
of the labour market and the lack of 
employment. Municipal loans in neariy 
all cases were productive expenditure, 
they had assets at the back of them ; 
and with such things as electric tram- 
wavs they increased the happiness and 
health of the people and had the 
additional benefit of reducing the 
drinking at the same time. It was ex- 
pected, when this floating debt was 
created, now nearly five years ago, that 
it would have been paid off, a large part, 
before now. One great resort was the 
£30,000,000 from the Transvaal in the 
form of a war contribution. He took 
this deferred payment to mean that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer really did 
not hope to get this war contribution 
at all. If there were any reasonable 
prospect of it coming, and it could be 
devoted, as it ought to be, towards the 
reduction of this floating debt, there 
would be no need for these expediencies ; 
and he feared it was because the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had already 
given up hope of any receipts from that 
source that he had been obliged to con- 
fess that he could not meet his obliga- 
tions and ask that payment should be 
spread over the ensuing ten years. For 
this reason he (Mr. Whitley) was for one 
rather suspicious of this so-called cour- 
ageous dealing with the floating debt. 
It meant to his mind a much slower 
dealing with the floating debt than they 
were entitled to expect. It meant a 
confession that we were not going to 


get the war contribution from the Trans- 


had no hope of getting Estimates down 
to a reasonable figure. Their windfalls 
ought to have been applied to the more 
steady reduction of the National Debt, 
but they had the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer first of all reducing the amount 
applied to the Sinking Fund, then sus- 
pending the Sinking Fund altogether, 
and now coming and claiming credit for 
the restoration of the small sum _ of 
£1,000,000, which was very much less 
than was anticipated by his predecessor 
at the time the Debt was created. He 
was glad the Budget was not wors> 
than it was. It might easily have been 
so, but he could not help voicing his 
protest that, three years after the con- 
clusion of the war, we should be in a 
position neither to see nor anticipate 
from those in power any substantial re 
duction of our national expenditure, 
and that we should be obliged to come 
to such small shifts even for dealing with 
the floating debt which had been hamper- 
ing us so long. 


Me. COGHILL  (Stoke-upon-Trent) 
said he rejeiced that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had seen his way to take 
off the 2d. per pound extra on tea, because 
he was sure it was felt in almost every 
poor household throughout the length 
and breadth of the land. He protested 
against it last year, and he was very 
glad the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had seen his way to take it off. He 
regretted deeply that the additional 
Id. on the income-tax still remained. 
He was sure everybody felt that the time 
had come for the relief of the income- 
tax payer, and that no relief was to 
be given would be resented. An income- 
tax of ls. in the pound in times of peace 
was a very disturbing matter indeed, and 
he was afraid, if people got it into their 
heads that 1s. was to be a permanent tax, 
there would be considerable dissatisfac- 
tion with the Government in power. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
he had no money to give relief, but he 
might very well, out of a huge expendi- 
ture of £142,000,000, have found some 
direction in which he could have effected 
economies and fovnd the necessary 
money to give relief to the income-tax 
payer to the extent of, at all events, 
ld. in the £ When he first entered 
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Parliament the expenditure was about 
£90,000,000, and it had gone on increas- 
ing ever since. First by moderate steps, 
but, since the adoption of the First 
Lord’s scheme for dealing with Supply, 
by leaps and beunds. Until the House 
of Commons resumed its proper control 
over Supply and examined every Vote, 
expenditure would not only keep up 
but increase. The guillotining of Supply 
must be stopped, and the closure resorted 
to much less frequently. 
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He regretted the Transvaal Govern- 
ment had not yet made any con- 
tribution towards the cost of the 
war. The ‘quasi legal obligation,” 
as described by the Colonial Secre- 
tary, might have been turned into 
a proper legal obligation by a payment 
on account, and the payment of, say, 
£1,000,000, which he thought the Trans: 
vaal could very well afford, would have 
enabled the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to make a reduction in the income-tax. 
He could not associate himself with the 
views of the hon. Member for Halifax 
with regard to the Debt. He agreed 
that we ought to pay off as much debt 
as we incurred, but why we should be 
saddled with the debt of generations 
before he could not understand. As to 
posterity, it should be remembered 
that thev would derive far more 
benefit from our extended colonial 
possessions than we should. 


He regretted the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had not looked around for some 
new source of revenue. Personally he was 
in favour of the taxation of imported 
goods, but until the time came when 
that could be done it was necessary to 
look elsewhere. One possible source of 
revenue was a tax on aliens; that would 
probably put a stop to alien immigra- 
tion. Another was the taxation of land 
values, from which he believed con- 
siderable revenue might be derived with- 
out pressing unjustly upon any class of 
the community. Further money could 
be found by retrenchment in the Civil 
Service. He was not in favour of re- 
duction in the Army and Navy, but in 
the Civil Service he believed there was 
a most lamentable waste of money. 
He wished to call attention to another 
great waste of public money. When 
the Land Bill was before the House he 


Mr. Coghill. 
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expressed his disapproval of certain 
financial proposals contained in it, and a 
great many other hon. Members shared 
his views upon that point. Last year 
the Government issued £5,000,000 of 
land stock at £87 per £100, and the price 
of the stock afterwards went up to £2, 
causing a loss to the Treasury upon every 
£100 issued of £5. That loss altogether 
came to about £300,000. Was that a 
business-like way of going about a trans- 
action of that kind? This year another 
£6,000,000 of land stock was issued 
at £89, and the present price was £95, 
a difference of £6 on every hundred. 


Altogether there had been a_ loss of 
£900,000 on these two issues. What 


other Exchequer in the world could be 
conducted upon those lines? If they 
were to continue to have such a great 
waste of public money how could they 
stop their expenditure increasing? He 
hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would say something on this point in 
his reply. He could not see why the right 
hon. Gentleman could not have waited 
until the money market had improved 
and then the Irish land stock might 
have been issued at a price nearer ts 
proper value. He did not know who 
had got the benefit of that transaction. 
If any hon. Member would go through 
the Estimates, he would see on every 
page opportunities for effecting large 
reductions in the expenditure. He felt 
confident that great disappointment 
would be experienced amongst manu- 
facturers when they realised that the 
Government had taxed the people so 
much that they had reached the limit 
of their paying capacity, and that feeling 
would not be removed when they read 
)that in this Budget the Government 
|had turned a deaf ear to the demand 
of the commercial classes who, notwith- 
standing their devotion during the war, 
were still called upon to pay an income- 
tax of Is. in the pound. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said that so far as the surplus 
was concerned this was a sound Budget. 
The hon. Member for West Islington said 
that, in disposing of this surplus, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had adopted 
methods of sound conservative finance, 
but he might have said this was a sound 
liberal Budget. The Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer, in choosing tea as the article 
to be relieved of taxation was, he 
imagined, only doing so because he had 
been convinced of the justice of this 
course by the arguments addressed to 
him last year from the Opposition side 
of the House, in which they pointed out 
the unfairness of the incidence of taxa- 
tion, and he was glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken so early an oppor- 
tunity of redressing to some extent this 
injustice. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that he had not enovgh funds to 
reduce the income-tax, and at the same 
time to provide a sinking fund for the 
new bonds of £10,000,000. If he had 
taken £500,000 instead of £1,000,000 and 
spread the repayment of the bonds 
over twenty years, he would then have 
had £2,000,000 with which to reduce the 
income-tax,. 


The Opposition were unanimously 
pleased that the indirect taxpayer 
had been the recipient of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s bounty this vear. 
The working classes were by far the 
heaviest taxed of all classes in the com- 
munity, Last vear he presented the 
Committee with a calculation upon the 
relative incidence of taxation upon 
various Classes of the community, and he 
showed that the average working-class 
family, recelving an average wage and 
consuming the average amount of taxed 
articles, was taxed to the extent of ls. 7d. 
in the £ of their income. The hon. 
Member for South Islington said the 
lower ranks of the black-coated classes, 
such as the clerks, bore the heaviest 
burden, and these included the class 
who were earning between £200 and 
£500 a year. Although that was com- 
monly supposed to be so, it was not 
the case, because they received large 
abatements. A man with £200 a 
year paid Is. in the £, and a man with 
£500 paid the same amount in direct and 
indirect taxation together, whilst a man 
with £1,000 a year paid Is. 2d., and with 
£5.000 1s, OJd. On the other hand, a 
working-man’s famiiy with an income of 
£00 a year peid ls. 7d. inthe £. There- 
fore, the indirect taxpayer had an over- 
whelming claim to relief in preference to 
any other class, and he had still a claim 
to relief in the future. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer must not think that 
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those in the House who expressed the 
demands of the working classes would 
be silenced by the present relief, or that 
they would not continue to press the 
claims of those classes. The income-tax 
now was the same as it was in the year 
1900, but the indirect taxpayer not only 
paid the taxes he paid then, but in ad- 
dition £6,000,000 a year in taxation on 
sugar, £500,000 a vear on _ tobacco, 
while the tea tax, after the present 
reduction, was still 50 per cent. more than 
it was before the war. 

Owing to the borrowing of £9,000,000 
next year under the Military and Naval 
Works and other Acts, in spite of the 
increase in the Sinking Fund the country 
would be still adding fresh debts faster 
than it would be paying off old debts. 
The right hon. Gentleman said not a 
word about extravagance. Previous 
Chancellors of the Exchequer had said 
much as to economy, but did nothing. 
Perhaps the present Chancellor, although 
he said nothing, might prove that he 
was able to do much. He hoped this 
might be the case. The hon. Member for 
Stoke-upon-Trent said the fault lay with 
the House of Commons in not exercising 
sufficient control over expenditure, and 
that this increased expenditure dated 
from the time when the closure was 
strictly enforced in Supply. He had 
no doubt this had much to do with it, 
but if there were a spirit of real inde- 
pendence among Members opposite, the 
time at the disposal of the House would 
be ample to enforce economy on the 
Government. He wondered how often 
the hon. Member for Stoke upon-Trent 
had voted against the Government in 
regard to the Estimates of the various 
Departments. A wave of sobriety 
seemed now to be spreading over the 
Government, and perhaps there might 
now be a tendency towards a death-bed 
repentance, although, if the present 
Government were returned again to 
power with a considerable majority, he 
was afraid their reckless career would 
recommence. If the illustration was not 
thought disrespectiul— 

“When the devil was ill, the devil a saint 
would be, 

When the devil grew well, the devil a saint 
was he.” 

One of the reasons for the reduction in 
the tea duty, he suspected, was the 
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imminence of dissolution. 
of the House they welcomed in the main 
the way in which the surplus was dis- 
posed of, but if it heralded a dissolution 
they would welcome it still more. 


7, f) 
Ways 


*Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) congratulated the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer upon his Budget gener- 
ally. and more especially upon the fact that 
he had seen his way to adopt the recom- 
mendations made by the Alcohol Com- 
mittee. He thought the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would recognise that the Com- 
mittee had taken great care to consider 
the different aspects of a very difficult 
question. At the present time alcohol 
was freely used in various industries, and 
he believed that it would be used much 
more in the future. They had only to 
look at the enormous progress made in 
the use of it by Geimany, France, and 
Switzerland in various trades in order to 
realise that the more extended use of al- 
cohol in the manufactures of this country 
was bound to come if our manufacturers 
were to hold their own. It was largely 
used in Germany at the present moment 
to produce power, and heat, and light. 
and it was being also used for internal 
combustion engines. He was confident 
that before long the use of alcohol 
would supplement the use of petrol, and 
it would form an indigenous supply of 
fuel. He agreed that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be well advised not 
to extend the use of alcohol too quickly or 
too widely, because it was a large source of 
revenue, and any tampering with it 
should be carefully watched. At the 
same time he thought that when the 
Report of the Committee came into the 
hands of Members they would see that 
efforts had been made to safeguard the 
revenue whilst affording at the same time 
manufacturers greater facilities in regard 
to it’s use. 

There was another point in regard 
to aleohol which should not be over- 
looked. In time of war the use of alcohol 
might be invaluable as an auxiliary 
motive force when their supply of petrol 
might be curtailed. At the present time 
petrol was largely used in submarines for 
naval work and motor-cars for military 
purposes, and it was of the greatest 
importance that they should have an 
independent source of supply. 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


{COMMONS} 
On that side ' 


The agri- | 





1120 


and Means. 


cultural aspect of the question should also 
not be overlooked. In Germany a very 
large number of acres were devoted 
to the cultivation of the potato for the 
production of alcohol, and this aspect of 
the question ought to interest hon. Mem 
bers from Ireland, because there were 
a great many places in Ireland which 
could produce potatoes for this purpose 
which would make very good alcohol. 
It was also used in the manufacture 
of artificial silk, in the dye trade. and 
for varnishes, fine chemicals, and in the 
manufacture of smokeless powder. Hoe 
was glad that the Report of the Alcohol 
Committee had been accepted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, because 11 
would do a great deal to enable the 
manufacturers of this country to com- 
pete more successfully with foreigners, 
He desired to thank the right hon. 
Gentleman for the sympathetic way in 
which he had received this Report, and 
he hoped the result would be beneticial 
to those manufacturers who had suffered 
severely from the restrictions upon the 
use of alcohol in the past 


* Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) said he could not 
join in the praises sounded from almost 
every part of the House in regard to the 
Budget statement. It was always right for 
nations, just as it was for individuals, to 
show signs of repentance for their wrong 
doing, but he believed there were two 
kinds of repentance, one genuine, 
and the other spurious—one that was 
begotten of deep conviction, and the 
other that was the outcome of fear. He 
was rather inclined to think that the 
statement they had heard to-day was 
a sort of death-bed repentance. He 
took the statement as the precursor of 
an immediate dissolution of the present 
Parliament. [Cries of‘ No!”] Some 
hon. Members opposite said ‘“ No,” but 
in their case the wish was father to 
the thought. He desired to speak from 
the point of view of the indirect tax- 
payer. A good deal had been said by 
previous speakers in regard to the action 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 


using part of the balance for the reduc- 


tion of indirect taxation. That was all 


very well so far as it went, but when 


they took into consideration the amount 
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of indebtedness of the State to the in- 
direc ttaxpayer, surely, what they were to 
receive was only a very small return for 
that which had been taken from them. 
He would state the taxes that had been 
imposed on the indirect taxpayer for war 
purposes alone. Tea was increased by 
4d. in the pound, tobacco 4d. in the 
pound, spirits 6d. per gallon, beer Ls. per 
barrel, sugar 4s. 2d. per hundredweight. 
export coal Is. per ton, corn Is. per 
quarter, producing a grand total of 
£18,123,000. That was £500,000 more 
than the direct taxpaver had been 
called upon to pay for war purposes. 
What were the changes that had since 
been made? Two years ago 4d. was 
taken off the income-tax, and it was verv 
suggestive to him that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer then forgot all about the 
individual who paid such a large amount 
in the shape of indirect taxation. He 
admitted that last vear the income- 
tax was increased Id., but the net 
result was that the income-tax had been 
reduced 3d., giving relief to direct tax- 
payers ) 


Ways 


amounting to £7,500,000_ off 
the taxes imposed for the war. As 
to the indirect taxpayer the only thing 
up till to-day attempted to be taken off was 
the corn duty, giving relief to the indirect 
taxpayer amounting to £2,500,000, He 
thought he was right in saving that the 
indirect taxpavers of this country, not- 
withstanding the action of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, were still £14,000,000 
per annum worse off than they were before 
the South African War. 


He was one of those who considered 
tbe Chancellor of the Exchequer had that 
lost a magnificent opportunity. That 
opportunity was presented in two forms. 
In the first place he ought to have 
endeavoured to persuade the Govern- 
ment to do something to reduce 
the military expenditure of the country. 
In view of the tremendous growth 
of military expenditure during the past 
ten years, surely the time had come 
when an effort should be made to reduce 
the cost in that Department. Ten years 


ago the Army Estimates stood at 
£18,000,000, and to-day they were 
£29,000,000; ten vears ago the ex- 


penditure on the Navy was £20,000,000, 
and to-day it was £41,000,000. Surely 
reductions ought to have been secured 
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on thesé amounts, and especially in the 
Army Estimates. He did not think that 
anv hon. Member would assert that we 
were getting value for the money we 
were spending on the Army to-day. The 
Secretary of State for War, speaking at 
Chelmsford recently, admitted that, 
notwithstanding the fact that we had 
doubled our Army expenditure, the Army 
did stand in need of mending. The hon. 
Member agreed with those who said that 
a great Army expenditure was not neces- 
sary ina country like ours. We ought 
to maintain an efficient Navy, but when 
we remembered that ten years ago our 
Navy expenditure was £20,006,000, and 
last year it was less than £41 000,000, this 
Was an expenditure which no Govern- 
ment could justify. Then he found that 
for navy purposes France was spending 
£12,500,000 ; Russia £12,00),000; and 
Germany  £14,000,000. These three 
Powers were spending £35,500,000 per 
annum on their navies, and surely there 
was a magnificent opportunity for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
reduce our great military expenditure. 
Further he thought that the Government 
might have sought for some new 
sources of revenue. Last year a Bill 
passed its Second Reading, supported 
by all sections of the House, in 
favour of the principle of taxation of land 
values. That was a source of revenue 
which could have been taken hold of. 
Then there was the important question of 
rovalties, representing large revenues, 
which went into private pockets. When 
the people realised what was proposed by 
the Budget he did not think the indirect 
taxpayers would consider that they had 
anything to thank the Government for. 
This House ought to remember there 
was no form of taxation that pressed so 
heavily upon the workers as_ indirect 
taxation. The smaller the resources of a 
working-class fam'ly the greater was the 
burden which was imposed by the taxes on 
such articles of daily consumption as tea, 
sugar, and other articles of universal us: 
in the homes of the poor, to which he 
had referred. In conclusion, he regretted 
he could not congratulate the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer on his second Budget 
Statement, for again he would say when 
the whole position was examined there 
was little the indirect taxpayer had to 
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*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said it appeared to him 
that the Budget statement partook of 
Liberal lines, rather than lines which com- 
mended themselves to hon. Members on 
his side of the House. The hon. Member 
for the Barnard Castle Division had shown 
very little appreciation of this attempt to 
follow Liberal policy. He had termed 
the course which the Government were 
taking in this matter ‘‘ a death-bed repent- 
ance,’ but if the life of the Government 
was going to be so short as the hon. Mem- 
ber seemed to suppose he might have 
rewarded their efforts by giving 
them absolution instead of reminding 
them of having done those things they 
ought not to have done and left undone 
those things they ought to have done. 
It was rather from the Government side 
of the House that a discordant note 
ought to have come. He could not help 
feeling that the fact that no relief had been 
given to the income-tax pay er would cause 
great disappointment in the country. 
The income-tax payer, had borne the 
burden and heat of the day, who had 
some right to complain that no relief was 
to be afforded to him, rather than the 
payer of indirect taxes. The income-tax 
payers were not generally wealthy people, 
but people of comparatively small incomes 
—professional men, clerks, and shop- 
keepers—and on them the tax pressed 
very heavily. Although he admired the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s courage 
and independence in passing over the 
income-tax payer in order to reduce debt, 
and had no objection in itself to the re- 
duction of the tea duty, he hoped the 
income-tax payer would be next on the 
list. 


There was great disappointment in 
the tobacco trade that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not announced his 
intention of removing altogether the dif- 
ferential tax on tobacco imposed last year. 
As a revenue tax the duty on strips was 
a complete failure. It had brought in the 
estimated revenue this year because, 
there were large stocks in bond, which 
could not be released until the duty was 
paid. But the import of strips had 
almost entirely ceased, only that which 
had already been contracted for, or that 
required for use in bond, having come in. 
The trade in stripped tobacco was killed, 
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and, therefore, no revenue would accrue 
from the tax in future. The tax, it was 
true, had introduced a certain amount of 
employment in this country in stripping 
tobacco, but that employment was of a 
spurious character. It was not really 
required, for the tobacco could be much 
better dealt with on the other side of the 
Atlantic. Referring to the stamp duties 
he wished once more to voice the opinion 
of the marine insurance community that 
the time had come when something should 
be done to reduce the stamp duties on 
marine insurance. The stamp duty on 
fire insurance was Id. for any amount, 
whereas for marine insurance it was 3d. 
or 6d. per cent. That was felt to bea 
heavy burden by underwriters, and they 
hoped that something would be done 
before long to reduce it. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) said that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in his fair-minded state- 
ment dwelt to a considerable extent on 
various items of income which he expected 
to come into the Exchequer during the 
year 1905-6; but hon. Members could 
not but have noticed the lamentable 
absence on the right hon. Gentleman’s 
part of any serious attention to the 
alarming growth of national expenditure, 
or of one single word of protest against 
the enormous growth in the expenditure 
for the naval and military services. Now, 
the right hon. Gentlemen’s predecessor 
the right hon. Member for West Bristol 
had told the Committee in one of his 
speeches that no one outside the War 
Oftice believed that the country got value 
for its money in Army expenditure, 
and he thought it was possible to have a 
reduction in that expenditure with in- 
creased efficiency. What was the position 
they were face to face with? Not much 
more than a quarter of a century ago, 
when the finances of the country were in 
the hands of a financial expert, the ex- 
penditure, all told, was £71,500,000, and 
to-day, in a time of peace, it was twice 
that amount, or £142,000,000. In addi- 
tion to that, however, there were the: 
expenditure upon naval and military 
works, the amounts given to Ireland, 
and the contributions to local taxation; 
and national expenditure now reached 
£160,000,000. Last year there was anj 
increase of £10,500,000 which was suias: 
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this vear by £1,500,000, and the reduc- 
tion for the coming year was something 
under a £1,000,000. ‘therefore the 
expenditure for the year 1905-6 wasnearly 
£10,000,00) greater than that in 1902-3. 
He meant normal expenditure. The 
burden of this upon a country was almost 
incalculable, so far as its commercial 
prosperity was concerned. A large yro- 
portion of it was unproductive and 
restricted the buying power of the people 
who had, compared with the last ten 
vears, £50,000,C00 less wherewith to buy 
everything they needed—food, clothes, 
and the furnishing of theirhomes. That 
meant that fewer orders were given to 
manufacturers producing for the home 
market, and a large increase in the 
number of the unemployed. 

This alarming increase in the national 
expenditure required a much more serieus 
cousideration from the Committee than 
it had yet received. For two years past 
economists on both sides of the House 
had declared that a day ought to be 
given to the House to consider the Re- 
port of the Public Accounts Commi'tee, 
but that dav had not been allocated. 
That Committee had recommended that, 
as the national expenditure was div.ded 
into four classes, one class should be 
taken each year and independently ex- 
amined with the view of securing a 
possibly considerable curtailment of ex- 
penditure in each particular class; but 
that recommendation had been entirely 
disregarded oy the Government. They 
had been told the other day that it was 
too late to discuss properly national ex- 
penditure with the view of securing a 
reduction of it on the Budget, and that 
these discussions ought to take place on 
the Estimates. Further, they had been 
told that it was the neglect of the House 
to criticise the Estimates which caused 
the expenditure of the country to be 
greater than it otherwise might have 
been. But how could they discuss the 
Estimates when these were closured 
night after night, and millions were voted 
away without many of the Votes having 
been considered in the slightest degree 
by the House of Commons? They must 
conclude, therefore, that the Govern- 
ment were not serious, and that they 
did not realise the unbearable burden 
which this huge and inflated national 
expenditure laid upon the country. 
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Reference had been made to the com- 
parison between direct and _ indirect 
taxation. When the South African War 
vas proceeding taxation was imposed 
in equal amount on the direct and 
indirect taxpayers ; but when, in 1903-4, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
ten and a half millions of a surplus, 
instead of remitting with it half the 
burden on direct and half on indirect 
taxpayers, he remitted four-fifths in relief 
of the direct taxpayers, and only one- 
fifth in relief of the indirect taxpayers. 
He congratulated the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on having in his remission of 
taxation this year dealt much more 
equitably with the general body of tax- 
payers in the country, though there was 
still due to the indirect taxpayers the 
disproportion in the relief given in 
1905-4. In 1903-4 the direct taxpayers 
were relieved of 4d. in the £ in income- 
tax, while the indirect taxpayers we:e 
cnly relieved to the extent of 1d. in the 
shape of the removal of the corn duty. 
As regarded the income-tax further 
opportunity would occur of discussing 
that important question—whether there 
ought not to be a graduated income-tax, 
and a differential income-tax charged 
on those who earned their income by 
their own exertions, and those who were 
in the enjoyment of incomes from invest- 
ments, especially if they had inherited 
them. 


What was the position in regard 
to the war taxes? They had still the 
war tax of 2d. per Ib. on tea, still the 
sugar tax, and the coal tax. In regard 
to the coal tax, the Chance!lor of the 
Exchequer told the Committee that the 
exports of coal were greater this year, 
so far as they had gone, than they had 
ever been before; and that therefore the 
coal tax could not te having an injurious 
effect on the coal trade. But what were 
the actual facts? Those engaged in the 
coal trade—coalowners, coal miners, and 
coal shippers—not only had to pay the 
other taxes levied on the community, 
but £2,000,000 a year in addition. No 
corresponding tax was imposed on any 
other great industry in the country ; 
and he maintained that that was a 
flagrant injustice which ought to be 
remedied, and that there ought to be 
equality m the incidence of taxation. 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer, he 
believed, thought that the coal trade was 
not injured by this tax; but, neverthe- 
Jess, it was a tax which specially affected 
all coal exported from Scotland, North- 
umberland, Durham, and _ Yorkshire. 
They received in consequence of the coal 
duty on export coal Is. per ton less at 
the pit’s mouth. That had naturally 
decreased the wages of the miners, and 
the continuance of this serious burden 
might result in the shutting down of many 
collieries and injury to the coal trade of 
this country from which not less than 
4,000,000 of people derived their livelihood. 
He considered that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should give, even in connection 
with this Budget, his serious consideration 
<s to whether, by some means or other, 
provision could not be made for the 
abolition of this most unjust coal tax. 
There was a general view that if the 
Government reduced the number of the 
Regular Army, and the enormous expen- 
diture on the Navy, and doubled the 
amount hitherto devoted to securing the 
¢fficiency of the Volunteers and Auxiliary 
Forces, the defensive power of the country 
would be greater, and the direct burden 
on the taxpayers would be substantially 
less. 


He would, like the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to give him his attention for 
one moment. He had been pointing out 
that they had had no word of protest 
from the right hon. Gentleman, in the 
course of his speech, against the enormous 
increase in the expenditure on the Army 
and Navy. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
said what I had to say on that subject on 
another occasion. I think it is futile and 
idle to talk of reducing expenditure which 
I believe to be necessary for the security 
of the country. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he was 
glad to have drawn that statement from 
the right hon. Gentleman; but they had 
been promised last year by the Secretary 
for War that there would be large reduc- 
tions in the Army expenditure. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Not 
for this year. 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 


{COMMONS} 


| criticise the whole financial situation of 


| What was required was a national bal; 


| ing local debts and debt for South Afrieg 
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Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he was 
not aware that the Secretary for War 
had excluded this year. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
he did. Perhaps the hon. Member will 
take it from me that he did. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON | said he 
certainly accepted the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement that he understood the 
Secretary for War to exclude this year; 
but they were face to face with the fact 
that ten years ago the expenditure on 
the Army and Navy was only £35,000,000, 
whereas this year the expenditure on 
these services was £63,000,000, and in 
addition to that, there was an expendi- 
ture of £9,000,000 on naval and military 
works, or a total of £72,000,000. And 
What had they got in return for this 
enormously increased expenditure? An 
Army practically without _ efficient 
artillery, and with a rifle the merits of 
which were still under discussion. The 
fact was, We were in a state of chaos in 
regard to our Army; and he did think 
that the guardian of the public purse, 
even if he thought it would be futile, 
should have seriously protested against 
this enormous growth of expenditure on 
the Army and Navy. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bristol 
had, when that right hon. Gentleman 
was Chancellor of the Exchequer, uttered 
a warning as to the necessity for sub- 
stantially reducing the expenditure on 
those services. 


The National Debt was in a most 
unsatisfactory position. On the one 
hand, the right hon. Gentleman had 
taken a step in the right direction by 
increasing the amount allocated to the 
reduction of the National Debt from 
£27,000,000 to £28,000,000; but he was 
going to borrow £9,000,000 for naval and 
military works, and therefore there was 
no reduction in the national expenditure. 
The fact was there was urgent need to 


the country, not only inregard to Imperial, 
but also in regard to lo:al expenditure] 


ance-sheet which would show where we 
stood. The national aggregate indebted 
ness amounted to £1,500,000,000, includ 
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and that in connection with the Land 
Act in Ireland. It was perfectly true 
that, as regarded local indebtedness, a 
great deal of it had been expended on 
tramways, electric lighting, waterworks, 
etc.. which were revenue - producing 
undertakings; but still the fact ought 
not to be overlooked that the people had 
to pay very heavy local rates. Take the 
ease of London. A working man had to 
pay for a very indifferent home a rent of 
is. 6d. per week, and that, with rates, 
was equal t» 10 per cent. of his earnings, 
putting these at 25s. per week. In addi- 
tional to that he had to pay another 
i0 per cent. of his earnings in Imperial 
taxation. When the question of taxation 
was considered from that standpoint it 
became a matterof lifeand death; so far as 
the working classes were concerned it 
meant the difference between being hard 
driven to secure necessary food and cloth- 
ing, and living in comparative comfort. 
Hon. Members professed a desire to raise 
the standard of living among the people; 
they ought to begin in a practical way 
by grappling with this inflated national 
expenditure in a manner not yet 
attempted. It was only by facing the 
whole facts of the situation and realising 
how seriously the prosp ‘rity of the 
country was being crippled and hindered 
that they woald ever get this expenditure 
brought within reasonable limits. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had attri- 
buted the falling effin Customs largely to 
a change in the habits of the people. He 
knew of no more certain barometer as to 
the condition of trade than the vield of 
Customs and Excise. Last year the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer took a low 
estimate for the vield in view of the fact 
that both he and his predecessors had 
been disappointed in previous years, but 
in spite of that low estimate the vield 
was £1,250,000 less than he budgeted 
for. That pointed unmistakably to the 
fact that taxation was unduly heavy and 
was more than the people could bear, 
and that they were not able to consume 
the amount of commodities they would 
have consumed if taxation had been 
lower. That was a serious aspect of the 
taxation necessitated by the enormous 
icrease in our expenditure, and the ex- 
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planation that it was to be accounted for 
by a change in the habits of the people 
wou'd not bear a minute’s investigation. 
The right hon, Gentleman forgot that the 
people who contributed the largest propor- 
tion of the revenue were those who were 
in reczipt of weekly wages, who had just 
so much to spend and no more, and if by 
taxation or any other cause the price 
of the commodity was advanced they had 
to satisiy thems:lves with less or with an 
article of inferior quality. He hoped 
nobody supposed that the Budget indi- 
cated that trade was rev.ving. There 
would be no real revival in trade until 
there was diminished national expenditure 
followed as a consequence by diminished 
taxation. 


With regard to the tea dutyfhe would 
be glad to see it restored to the figure 
at which it stood last year, and 
nobody would be more pleased than 
those who were engaged in planting in 
Ceylon and India. He was rather in- 
clined to think that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had made his concession not so 
much in the interests of the English 
cousumer as in consequence of the 
strongest possible representations having 
been made to him by the Governments of 
India and Ceylon as to the detrimental 
effect which the unduly high taxation had 
had upon the industry. He knew of no 
trade that would stand this perpetual 
interference, that had become almost 
chronic in respect to the tea trade. 
Successive Chancellors of the Exchequer 
in the last five years had made this trade 
a sort of happy hunting ground when in 
search of revenue. There had been no 
less than three alterations in five years, 
and these constant changes involved an 
enormous loss to the trade. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman or his suc- 
cessors would bear in mind that this 
interference was most detrimental to 
trade. The right hon, Gentleman had 
arranged that .the remission of duty 
should not take place until the Ist July. 
Had the right hon. Gentleman 
considered the effect of that upon 
the Exchequer? He warned the right 
hon. Gentleman that the receipts 
would be very small from now to July, 
and at the same time it would paralyse 
the wholesale trade, which would practi- 
cally come to a standstill, as all orders 
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would be given for delivery on July Ist. 
It would have been far better to have 
adopted the old plan of making the 
remission come into force the very 
next day after the announcement of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It would 
be well if the right hon. Gentleman 
would endeavour to collect the opinion 
of the trade as to whether it would not 
be more beneficial— it would certainly 
be more beneficial to the right hon. 
Gentleman to allow the remission to 
become operative before July Ist. He 
would also suggest that the right hon. 
Gentleman should allow the preparation 
of tea for the wholesale trade to go on 
under bond in the bonded warehouses, 
otherwise, when July Ist came, there 
would be such a rush to pay duty that 
trade would be entirely dislocated. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have to express my thanks to the Com- 
mittee for the way in which they have 
received the Budget statement and the 
proposals I have made. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
war good enough to felicitate me for 
the brevity of that statement, which I 
believe makes “a record’? even over my 
own performance of last year. I will 
endeavour not to spoil that by speaking 
at too great length in reply to the 
observations which have been made, but 
T owe the Committee some explana- 
tions in regard to various points which 
have been raised. I am glad to recog- 
nise that on all sides of the House 
there has been a recognition of the 
fact that it is our duty to take early 
measures to reduce the burden of 
the Debt, and upon the present occasion 
ourselves to make the necessary sacrifices 
for that purpose, and not leave them 
wholly to be borne by those who come 
after us. Indeed, the only criticism that 
has been offered is that I have not gone 
far enough. I rather suspect that if I 
had devoted more money to the same 
purpose—if, for instance, I had declined 
to propose any reduction of taxation at 
all, and used the whole of the surplus for 
the reduction of the Debt—I should only 
have been placing in the way of my 
successor a temptation which, human 
nature and, above all, politicians’ human 
nature, being what it is, he would have 


Mr. Kearley. 
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been unable to resist. I think that my 
proposal, sufficiently large in itself, is yet 
of such a character that it may withstand 
temptations of that kind, and will not 
easily be open to attack by others who 
may feel less deeply than I do the neces- 
sity for a reduction in our outstanding 
liabilities. To those who think that the 
provision T have made is insufficient, I 
would venture to say one word. After all, 
the Sinking Fund should be judged not 
merely by its actual amount, though that 
is larger under my proposal than ever 
betore, but by what proportion it bears 
to the Debt existing at the time. 
Judged by that standard how does my pro- 
posal appear? If hon. Members will look 
back over a course of years they will see 
that the Sinking Fund reached its heyday 
in 1898-99, and with the addition which 
1 now propose it will again stand at 
almost as high a point. This is not a bad 
account to give of ourselves ; and I trust 
that others outside will feel the same 
satisfaction which has been expressed 
in the Committee at seeing the Govern- 
ment take this early opportunity of in- 
creasing the provision which we are 
making for the repayment of the Debt. 


The Member for East Edinburgh has 
suggested that it was my duty to take 
advantage of the falling in of certain ter- 
minable annuities next year, and to apply 
them in the way in which other termin- 
able annuities were applied in earlier 
vears, in anticipation of their expiration. 
Tam not certain that the hon. Member 
appreciates what would be the result of 
that operation. It is, of course, per- 
fectly open to me or to my successor 
next year to deal with the annu- 
ties which fall in as may seem best 
to him at the time; and if an operation 
of that kind was the one which most 
approved itself to the Committee next 


year, there is no obstacle whatever 
raised in his path by what I have now 
done. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


would next year be free to carry out 
such an operation, and why should | 
anticipate his decision at that time! I 
think there is every reason to wait for a 
little further experience before we decide 
exactly how we shall apply the money 
which thus becomes available. The only 
thing I will say for myself, and for 
anyone who holds my position, is that 
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the money, however it might be applied, 
must be applied to one object, and one 
object only—namely, the reduction of 
the Debt. The mere creation of new 
terminable annuities will not apply a 
penny more to the reduction of the Debt 
than the application of the same money in 
other ways, if other ways prove desirable. 
It is not a question, therefore, as might 
hive been assumed by anyone listening 
to the hon. Gentleman, between applying 
more money or less money to the reluc- 
tion of debt. It is merely a question 
of how we apply the money which is 
available; and, unlike the hon. Gentle- 
mali, | prefer not to anticipate the dis- 
cretion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
next year, but to leave it to him to 
decide in the light of the informatioa then 
available to him whether he will apply 
it in the way which at present seems to 
me most useful for the purpose, or whether 
he will set up fresh terminable annuities 
such as the hon. Gentleman suggests. 


The hon. Member for East Perthshire 
has asked me one or two Questions, some 
oi which I replied to in the course of my 
speech, and I think he will find the answer 
if he will be good enough to look at the 
report of what I said this afternoon. He 
asked me, as I had stated that I hoped 
not to be obliged to have recours2 to the 
market for fresh borrowings on account 
of expenditure charged to capital account 
in the course of the present calendar 
year, how I proposed to provide for the 
expenditure which I myself had admitted 
must be met on that accovnt. I hope 
that within the preseat calendar vear the 
resources at the disposal of the National 
Debt Commissioners will be sufficient for 
all our purposes without any recourse to 
borrowings on the open market. The 
hon. Member further asked me why I 
propose to issue the new bonds at Once. 
The question of the date of issue of any 
new security is a matter which must 
alwys exercise the careful consideration 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
in choosing the time for the issue he must 
be guided by the conditions of the market 
and by the prospects of better results or 
less good results by delaying his appeal. 
In the present case [ think an earlier 
appeal to the market will be most likely 
to secure the most favourable terms for 
the nation. But there is another reason, 
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as I have explained, why I desire 
to raise the money at an early date. 
Under ordinary circumstances we have to 
borrow largely upon Treasury Bills in the 
early months of the year, these Treasury 
Bills being repaid in the last quarter of 
the vear. If the House approves, as I 
doubt not, after the debate of to-day, it 
will approve, of the early issue of thes 
bonds then I shall be able to restrict these 
early borrowings on Treasury Bills, and 
shall have the use of the money arising 
from the new bonds until the time com>s 
whea, in the month of Dezember, I have 
to pay off the now outstanding Exchequer 
bonds. I think those are the principal 
questions put to me in the course of this 
discussion, bo 


There were some points touched 
upon by hon. Gentlemen on the 
other side, who, I think expressed their 
intention of taking a later opportunity of 
developing them more fully, an oppor- 
tunity such as would be afforded on the 
other Resolutions or upon the Budget 
itself. I hope they will excuse me from 
replying te them in detail on the present 
occasion. I will reserve wha‘ I have to 
say until we can discuss the matter more 
fully. But I will make a few observa- 
tions on the remarks which have fallen 
from the hon. Member for Islington and 
the Member for Devonport. The hon. 
Member for Islington has recognised very 
kindly an effort I have made to meet a 
case put t» me by a deputation which 
he introduced and which seemed to me 
on its merits a good case, which had 
only escaped attention hitherto because 
it was a small matter and those affected 


were few in number. I think a case 
of that kind deserved consideration 
when I hid the opportunity to 


give relief by waiving charges of little 
advantage to the Exchequer and of great 
annoyance to trade ; but on other matters 
IT am afraid he and [ are less in sympathy. 
He alluded to the wine duties. and, as I 
understood him, attributed the falling 
revenue wholly to the lack of a lower duty 
upon the wines of lesser alcoholic strength. 


Mr. LOUGH: The increase of duty 
about four years ago. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Well, I differ from the hon. Member. I 
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see the fallin revenue derived from this 
‘ource With great regret. With double 
regret I observe that the decline in the 
importation of wine has affected in equal 
measvre the imports from our own 
British possessions. There may come, 
there will come, a time when we shall] be 
enabled to deal with this matter in other 
ways, and when I hope we may cultivate 
this trade with our Colonies more than 
we have hitherto done. The present 
decline. aifecting, as it does, all classes of 
wine, Is not due to the rate of the tax, 
but to the lessened purchasing power of 
those who consume it. 


Mr. LOUGH: Wha: is that due to 2 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It is 
due to bad trade in the last few years. 
The hon. Gentleman went on to allede to 
certain proceedings in connection with 
the income-tax of this year, and, if I am 
correctly informed, to a particular case 
where he suggested an unfortunate man 
had been driven to suicide by the pressure 


brought to bear upon him by the 
authorities. 

Mr. LOUGH: The coroner’s jury 
reported. TI have a cutting from a 


newspaper and was asked to put a 
Question upon it; but T hesitated to do 
so. preferring rather to leave the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to deal with it. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
hon. Member must not always trust to 
cuttings from newspapers. Tf he had 
come to me for information on the sub- 
ject, I think I s!.ovld have been able to 
convince him that there was no truth 
whatever in this story. The final notice 
had not been served on the man, and the 
newspaper cutting on which the hon. 
Member relied led to an angry visit to 
the collector from a neighbour, who said 
that to her knowledge the man had not 
been served with his final notice, as she 
had been, and who founded on this a 
complaint that taxpayers were unequally 
treated, and that he had been let off more 
easily than others. 


I pause now to answer the hon. 
Member for Devonport, who also dealt 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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with the tea duty. I listened with 
interest to his remarks. I gather that 
the hon. Member would have preferred 
that £ should have left the tea tax at 
the present rate. Instead of expressing 
satisfaction at the relief which it is in 
our power to give to the consumer of tea, 
he had no sympathy for the tea consumer 
or tea producer, but only had a lamentable 
tale of woe on behalf of the tea dealer, who 
would have to make out new price lists 
and issue new circulars to his customers, 


Mr. KEARLEY said {that was a gross 
exaggeration of what he had said. He 
had asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he realised what would be the 
effect of delaying this concession of duty 
until July Ist. He pointed out that it 
would have a very demoralising effect on 
the trade, and that all orders would be 
held up for delivery until after that 
date. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
hon. Member is now referring to another 
portion of his speech on which I have not 
vet commented; but he also complained 
that the tea duties have received too 
much attention from Chancellors of the 
Exchequer, and he asks me if [ realise 
the trouble and inconvenience to the 
trade. 


Three times in fiv 


Mr. KEARLEY: 


vears. 


*Me. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
the duty has been altered three times in 
five years, and the third time is the 
reduction which I have proposed to-day. 
I think the hon. Gentleman should think 
a little about the producer and the con- 
sumer and should not be wholly occupied 
with the interests of the dealer. 


Mr. KEARLEY = said that was 
a very unfair observation. He pointed 
out for the information of the right 
hon. Gentleman, should he ke Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer next year, 
that it would be well to bear in mind 
that these frequent alterations in the 
duty affecting one particular trade were 
very onerous, costly, and burdensome 
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He contended that was a most fair ob- | In recent years every trade in a dutiable 


servation and ought not to subject him 
to the kind of hostile criticism he had 
recelved from the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mn. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not differ from that statement of the 
hon. Gentleman, 
an inconvenience to the trade concerned. 
What I venture to suggest is that there 
are other considerations which must also 
be taken into account the 
interests cf those who dealt in the duti- 
able article. Certainly I, and no doubt 
any other Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Any change of duty is 


besides 


who succeeds me, will bear in mind tbe 
reluctance of the Gentleman to 
receive any further alteration in the tea 
duty. The hon. Gentleman also calls my 
attention to the particular conditions sur- 
rounding the repeal of the extra twopence 
of duty which I have proposed 
I have very carefully con- 


hon. 


in the 
present year, 
sidered this matter, and, if he will pardon 
my saying so—my practical experience of 
the trade being much less than his—I 
think the 
overrates the difficulty in which the 
trade may be put. Iam certain that 1 
| had proposed to repeal the duty from 
to-morrow there would been an 
outcry from every man who held duty- 
paid stock at the present time, I must, 


hon. Gentleman 


have 


article has become extraordirarily sensi- 


| tive about Budget time. Whenever there 


somewhat | 


in Common fairness, give to traders with | 


duty-paid stocks a reasonable time for | 


clearing those stocks; and, whatever 


last few weeks the higher duty is in 


be reduced toa minimum. I do not, I 


is an expectation of an increase in the 
duty there is great forestaiment of clear- 
ings. 
against, but it has a disturbing influence 
on the proportion of the revenue between 
the two And, equally, if any 
reduction of duty is anticipated, there is 
apt to be a similar disturbance, since 
dutiable held back 
abnormal way ; and if the trades affected 
get to understand that a remission of 
duty will take place immediately after 
the Budget, which is brought in as near 
as possible to the beginning of the 
financial year, the result may be that 
the year 
would be upset, 
and actually it may amount to this, that 
remissions which under the normal pay- 
ment of duty would be possible may be 
lf hon, Gentlemen 


This is a thing we cannot provide 


vears. 


goods are in an 


revenue of the preceding 


very _ seriously 


rendered impossible. 
will consider these matters, they will see 
that, apart from questions affecting the 
trade, there is a very serious question 
affecting the revenue to which for the 
time being, as guardian of our national 
finances, I feel I must attach great weight. 
I believe that if I had not published a 
letter in answer to a correspondent, in 
which I pointed out that the tea duty 
was enacted by Parliament until July Ist, 
and ii I had not expressed my own inten- 
belief that who 


tion—and 





my any 


a ; followed me would pursue the same 
time be fixed, it is clear that during the | 


not to remit such a duty before 





course 


; : oy | that date under any circumstances, I do 
force duty-paid stocks will in every case | 


confess, understand why it should cause | 


more inconvenience, provided 


traders | 


know the date on which the duty will be | 


reduced, than it would if it took effect a 


month or six weeks earlier. 


There is another side of this matter to 
which I must beg the attention of theCom- 


not know whether the surplus of last year 


, would have been turned into a deficit ; 


but Iam quite certain that the anticipa- 
tions of my last year’s Budget would 
have been still further disturbed, and we 


| should not have had the balance at the 


| end of the year on which we are able to 


congratulate ourselves on this occasion. 
I admit that there would have been in 


mittee, and which is of real importance. | past times much greater inconvenience In 
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of the tea trade than exist to-day. 


I do not think the hon. Member for 
Devonport quite understood the scope of 
the concession which I made last year in 
regard to blending in bonded warehouses. 
Owing to changes in the tea trade which 
I need not describe, it has become 
necessary for traders to have a larger 
stock available for handling than was 
formerly the case; but I believe I have 
fairly met all reasonable claims that 
could be made in that respect by the con. 
cession I made last year, and that whole- 
sale dealers will find no difficulty in pre- 
paring for the great demand, which will 
undoubtedly arise immediately the lower 
duty comes into force, under the new con- 
ditions which I extended to their trade 
last year. The hon. Member for Devon- 
pert said that in proposing this reduction 
on tea the Government were more 
influenced by representations from the 
Indian and Ceylon Governments than by 
regard for the consumer. I am_ not 
ashamed to say that I attached great 
weight to the representations of the 
Indian and Ceylon Governments on this 
subject. As I said earlier in the day, I 
chose tea last year as an article of 
increased taxation with avowed re- 
luctance. Again and again I admitted 
that I had merely chosen it as the lesser 
evil. In the discussion it was stated 
that it was improbable that any portion 
of the duty would be paid by the 
I do not think it has been 


paid by the foreigner; but some portion 


foreigner. 


of it has fallen on our fellow-subjects in 

India and Ceylon ; and if they, too, with 

the consumer receive relief under the 

proposal lam making, this is not to my 

mind a subject for regret, but an addi- 

tional reason for making that proposal, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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my proposal in the special circumstances | 
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I have attempted in the discussion to- 
day to avoid anything of a controversial 
character. I suppose we may, perhaps, 
come to that later, though I am hopeful 
that, having regard to the genera! 
approval which has been expressed of the 
Budget proposals, there will not be so 
much of it as there has been in some 


previous years. 
¥ 


Mr. LOUGH asked when the small 
changes with regard to the reduction of 


the } per cent. would come into 
operation, 
*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


These changes cannot come into operation 
until the Finance Act passes. I appeal 
to the Committee, as they have 
treated the Budget statement on the 
whole in a non-controversial spirit, to 
allow a decision to be now taken on the 
first Resolution. I understand that by 
agreement between the two sides of the 
House, following a discussion between the 
Leader of the Opposition and the Prime 
Minister, the other annual Resolutious— 
the merely repeating Resolutions—are to 
be taken to-night, and the serious Resolu- 
tions taken later—the tea duty on Tues- 
day and the income-tax on Wednesday, 
and that on the tea duty Resolution 
to-morrow, with your permission, Sir, a 
general discussion will be again allowed 
if hon. Gentlemen desire. In the circum- 
stances I think I should only be wasting 
the time of the Committee if at this period 
I attempted to take up the time of the 
Committee further by entering into more 
detail with regard to these proposals. 
I thank them for the kindness they have 
shown to me, and I make this appeal 
for a still further exercise of their indul- 


gence. 
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*Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
said he took it this probably was 
the most important Resolution they 
could pass. The Chancellor of the 
Hxchequer had not given the House any 
idea as to what would take place with 
regard to the expenditure of the future. 
H» did not give any hope of reducing 
expenses or of enlarging the area of taxa- 
tion. As an Irish Member he thought 
they were entitled to some expression 
from the right hon. Gentleman with 
respect to the over-taxation of Ireland, 
which had been steadily increased since 
the verdict of the Financial Relations 
Committee declared they were over-taxed 
by £2,750,000 sterling per annum—this 
increase to almost £4,000,000 sterling was 
They 


were all aware that the Transvaal War 


mainly the result of the Boer War. 


wes practically a Stock Exchange War. 
It was manipulated by financiers and 
gamvlers, in options, shares, and 


warrants. To protect the public, in his 
opinion, all such "gambling, especially in 
respect to metals, and 
food stuffs, should be prohibited, or at 


least controlled, as they were in other 


commodities 


more seusibly governed countries, where 
financiers had not such influence in operat- 
ing the Government. The House under- 
stood that these mineowners were to 
provide £30,000,000, and, as none of this 
hid been paid, and as no definite promise 
had been made, before the Budget was 
introduced he asked whether a reason- 
able import duty would be imposed on 
diamonds. The right hon. Gentleman 
said the secrets of the Budget were 
regarded as sacred, and he cou!d not give 
him any information. He wanted the 
He thought it was 


reasonable that such a duty should be 


information now. 


put on diamonds imported into the three 
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' Kingdoms by those who engineered ,the 
country into an expensive war. 


Another subject the right hon. Gentle- 
man had passed over which demanded 
attention that of 
Parliament had expressed its opinion 
very clearly on this question, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ought to 
This was not 


was land values. 


have carried out its behest. 
a good but a very commonplace Budget. 
There was nothing original about it. The 
right hon. Gentleman was afraid to ven- 
ture into new regions. There ought to be 
a tax on motor-cars, which were un- 
doubtedly, like diamonds, a luxury, and 
were owned by people who could afford 
pay. The House had lost nearly 
all control over the taxes; the power 


to 


over the public purse had to a large 
extent passed from private Members. 
When passing Supply the closure was 
applied, and the result was that demo- 
cratic Members had limited opportunity 
of criticising the Estimates. This country 
was not paying its way. Their expendi- 
ture had swelled to an enormous degree, 
over-taxation was undoubtedly lessening 
the power of purchase on the part of 
the workers; and, the present system 
should be superseded by one of greater 
These 


great questions of National Taxation 


economy andi more efficiency. 


were practically managed by the per- 
manent officials, They had the same 
indigested kind of finance annually put 
forward as the bill of for the 
House to swallow whether they had 
an He 
glad the tax on tea had been reduced, 
but effort 


endeavour to further reduce the indirect 


fare 


appetite for it or not. was 


an ought to be made to 
taxation, and obtain more taxes from 
those better able to pay it than the work- 


ing classes. They who represented a 
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democratic community were entitled to be | 
heard in this matter, because Ireland was | 


over-taxed igainst the expressed terms of 
the Unions and aboveher taxable capacity; 
now they had to pay expenses of a war 
of which they disapproved, and from 
benefit. He 


which they received no 
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raised in his Budget speech as to the 
extra collection which had taken place 
this He believed this Return 
had been laid, and perhaps the right hon. 


year. 


Gentleman could say whether it would be 
in the hands Members by 
Wednesday. 


of hon. 


hoped the right hon. Gentleman would | 


He 
reminded him that in olden times all 


consider the points he had raised. 


the taxation of the country came from 
the Jand. Then it was shiited to the 
consumer, and now they had got into a 
more complex system, they ought to 


have half of the taxation direct and half 


indirect, the tremendous revenues deriv- | 


He 
trusted that the House would, in future, 


able from royalties should be taxed. 


take more interest in these Budgets, 
because the finances of the country was 
ene of the principal things they had to 
consider; but, unfortunately, the House 


had almost lost the power of criticism 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


he understood that the arrangements 
made were that they should have the tea 
duty first to-morrow, and that on the tea 
duty, with the Chairman’s permission, 
they should continue the general discus- 
sion if hon. Gentlemen so desired ; that 
on Wednesday they should take the 


Income-tax Resolution, and that to-night 


they should take the other annual 
Resolutions unchallenged. 
Mr. FIELD: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman consider the suggestions tha’ 


I have made to him 2 


regarding fiscal arrangements upon’ which 


the prosperity and progress of the 


community so largely depended. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he wanted to 


be clear about their position with re- | 


(Tower | 


| *Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Per- 
| haps the hon. Gentleman will excuse me 
| from saying more at the present moment 
than that I think there is not one of the 
| suggestions he has made to which I have 


not given careful consideration. 


gard to the Resolutions of to-morrow | 


and Wednesday. 


be allowed to discuss the Budget as a 
whole with the Resolution of to-morrow, 
which would be tea, and that on Wednes- 
day the income-tax Resolution would be 
discussed. 


Gentleman to lay on the table a Return 


showing for various years the collection 


of the income-tax in various parts of | 


This had 


the Kingdom. 


The Member for East Edin- | 
burgh some time ago asked the right hon. | 


He understood that | 
the arrangement was that thev should | 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
Is there any reason why the right hon. 
| tions to-night ? 
| 
| *Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
| if we are to finish the Resolutions tn 
| Committee stage by Wednesday, It is 
an arrangement made between the two 
| 
| 
| 


sides. I am sure the hon. Gentleman 


connection | does not intend to question any arrange- 


with a point the right hon. Gentleman | ment of that kind. The arrangement was 


Mr, Field. 
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that we should finish this stage of the 
Budget Resolutions by Wednesday, and 
that for the convenience of the House the 
tea duty should be the first for discussion 
io-morrow, that the Income-tax Resolu- 
tion should be the first on Wednesday, 
that take the 
Resolutions, which are the annual Reso- 


and we should other 


lutions, unchallenged, As regards the 
particular Return, I cannot say definitely 
that it will be in the hands of hon. Mem- 
hers on Wednesday, but I will get the 
figures by that time. I am not quite 
cettain whether the figures are actually 
I rather think the 
Return is in the hands of the printer. 


scertained yet; 


Mr. McCRAE: 


bout ten days ago, and I think it is im- 


The Return was laid 


portant for Wednesday's debate that we 
-hould have tho figures. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
will give them to the Committee if T can. 
‘f course, the Return being laid does not 


mean the Return is prepared. 


Mr. McKENNA: 


(rentleman say whether the arrangement 


Can the right hon. 


soes beyond having all the Resolutions 
completed in Committee by Wednesday 


next. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am informed by my right hon. friend 
that the agreement was that all Resolu- 
tions in Committee stage should be 
finished by Wednesday and that the 
Resolutions, with the exception of those 
ofthe tea duty and the income-tax, should 


be concluded to-night. 


*Mr. SHACKLETON 


(‘litheroe) said he wanted to say a word 


(Lancashire, 
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or two before they passed the Resolution 
First of all, he would like 


to refer to the Chancellor of 


before them. 
the Exche- 
quer’s statement respecting the redue 
tion of receipts for intoxicants consumed 
in this country. As a representative of 
workmen he could assure him that no 
one was better pleased than they were, 
and they hoped and believed that the 
reasons he had given for this reduction 
were genuine, that it was due toa change 
in the habits of the people. Some of 


them could remember the time when 
holidays were spent among roundabouts 
and that sort of thing, and they were 
pleased to know people could now get 
away to the seaside, taking advantage of 
the excursions; and he believed that it 
was in this direction, as mentioned by 
the right hon. Gentleman, that they 
He 


would like to suggest to him that the 


were now spending more money. 


Government might do something to assist 
this, if it read and digested some of the 
recommendations of the Committee on 
Physical Deterioration. One or two of 
these recommendations were of particular 
interest ; and, if the Government cou!d 
adopt them, he was sure they would 
help further in the decrease in the con- 
sumption of intoxicants in the country. 
They had nothing but praise for the re- 
duction of the duty on tea, but it should 
not be understood that the Budget was a 
satisfactory one to the labouring classes. 
It was nothing of the kind. They quite 
admitted that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer was carrying out the financial 
arrangements of all previous Chancellors 
of the Exchequer and had done the best 
he could, but there was no reason why 


should 


new mode of raising money. 


he not have instituted some 


There 


were such things as copying gra:luatioa, 
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as they had it in the death duties. Why 
should not the same principle be adopted 
with regard to the income-tax? He was 
quite amused to notice how careful and 
considerate hon. Members were about the 
commercial classes and their income-tax. 
Surely, they realised that there was a 
net income of £1¢0, and that taxation in 
those cases left 19s. in the £. But when 
they came to the working man earning 
18s., £1, and 22s. a week, there was no 
£160, and the tax came clean out of the 
What 
they wanted to see was that those who 


income. It wasa very heavy tex. 
could pay, those who had £160 and more, 
should be taxed to the relief of the in- 
direct taxpayer. 


Then he held that there was ab- 
solutely no need for the present great 
expenditure. They must prove first of 
all that their expenditure was justifiable 
before they could say the people were 
not entitled to some reduction. Surely 
discussions in the House during the past 
three or four weeks on Army questions 
revealed to the whole nation that we 
were not getting value for our money, 
and that, if we were, there would be 
considerably less expenditure for the 
same troops and for the armament of 
them. 
to say a word against expenditure on the 
Navy, but they had such men as the 
Member for Exeter saving, as he said 


He knew it was very unpopular 


last year, that the two-Power standard 
could be maintained with £9,000,000 less 
expenditure, and this had never been 
replied to, and they were entitled to have 
some consideration given to statements 
of this kind and to have something 
£9,0C0,000 
unnecessary to 


shown for the additional 

which he said were 

maintain that standard. He wished the 

Chancellor of the Exchequer to reply 
Mr. Shackleton. 
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to the statement as to the proportion- 
ment of taxation paid by the various 
classes in the country. It was a subject 
that wanted going into. If it were true 
that a working man with an average 
wage of 33s. per week was paying ls. 7d, 
in the £, it was considerably more when 
they came to the labourer with 18s, £1, and 
25s. per week. When it was said that the 
commercial classes were paying Is. in 
the £,it should not be understood that 
they were paying more thn their share; 
in his opinion they were paying less in 
proportion to their ability to pay. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


1. Resolved, “ That for the purpose 
of paying off any Exchequer Bonds 
issued under the Supplemental War 
Loan Acts of 1900, any sums not exceed- 
ing £10,000,000 be raised by the issue 
of Exchequer Bonds to be current, sub- 
ject to the provisions for the redemp- 
tion of the total issue, for a period of 
ten years, and that in each year of that 
period one-tenth part of the total issue 
of the new Bonds be drawn for repay- 
ment and redeemed by the application 
for the purpose of the requisite part of 
the new Sinking Fund, and that the 
permanent annual charge for the National 
Debt be increased so as to be £28,000,000. 
That any expenses incurred in connec- 
tion with raising or paying off any such 
sums, and the principal of and interest 
on any such sums, be charged on the 
Consolidated Fund, and, as to the inter- 
est, be paid as part of the permanent 
annual charge for the National Debt.— 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CUS- 
TOMS DUTIES ON TOBACCO, BEER, 
AND SPIRITS. 

Motion made, and Question put, 
That the additional Customs duties 


© 
os 
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on tobacco, beer, and spirits imposed | day of July, nineteen hundred and six.” 
by sections 2, 3, 4, and 5 of The Finance | —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Act, 1900 (including any increased duties | 


imposed by section 


Avg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord. 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon.Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell,J.H.M (Dublin, Univ. | 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A(Wore. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
Finch, Rt. Hn. Geprge H. 
Finlay, Sir R. B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 








5 of that Act), shall 
continue to be charged until the first | Noes, 106. 


| Gretton, John 


| Maleolm, Ian 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh’e | 


| Morpeth, Viscount 





AYES. 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 


Hambro, Charles Eric | 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nde’ry | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh | 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas.(Staffords.N.W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, Rt HnH.(Somers’t,E 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(She ffield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon Arthur Fred. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm 
Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N. R 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


Marks, Harry Hananel 


Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hon.fJ. Scott (Hants 
Moore, William 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Ayimer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. W. Robert Wellesley 





The Committee divided: Ayes, 175 ; 
(Division List No. 129.) 


Percy, Earl 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.- Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 


Pym, C. Guy 

Randles John S. 

Ratclitf, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw,.Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rose, Charles Day 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 

| Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Shackleton, David James 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


| Smith, Rt. HnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 


| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs. 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
| Stroyan, John 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf’'d Univ.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 


| Turnour, Viscount 
| Vincent.,Col.CSirE.H(Sheffield 


Welby, Lt. ColA.C.E (Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


| Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
| Whiteley, H.( Ashton undLyne) 


Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark. 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, P. J.(Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N ) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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| O'Dowd, John 
| O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O' Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
tedmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
toe, Sir Thomas 
| Runciman, Walter 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Sheehy, David 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wills, Arthur W. (N. Dorset) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T( Hudderst’d 
|; Young, Samuel 


be FOR THE NOES— 
| Mr. Mooney and Mr. Joyce. 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EXCISE ; continue to be charged until the first 


DUTIES ON BEER AND SPIRITS . |day of July nineteen hundred and six.” 
and —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Motion made, 


“That the additional Excise duties on 


Question put, 








beer and spirits imposed by Sections 6 | The Committee divided: Ayes, 171 
and 7 of The Finance Act, 1960, shall | Noes, 97. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn A J (Manch’r) 
B ufour, RtHn. Gerald( Leeds, W 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 


AYES. 


| Brodrick,Rt. Hon. St. 
| Burdett-Coutts, W. 

| Caldwell, James 

| Campbell.J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| 
| 


John 


Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire) 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 

| Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.JA.(Wore. 

| Clive, Captain Perey A. 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 

| Gochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 

| Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 

| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 

| Cripps, Charles Alfred 

| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 

| Dalkeith Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


. 
’ 


(Division List No. 150.) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B. (Inv’rn’ssB’bs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grettoa, John 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 
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Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th | 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords, N.W | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers’t E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J.F. (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jeffreys,Rt.Hon. Arthur Fred. | 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick W. 
Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John G. (Yorks. N.R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A H. 
Malcolm, Ian 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.EF. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
jurke, EK. Haviland 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, CharlesRamsayGalway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William | 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W. J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moore, William 

Morgan David J.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Xopner, Colonel Sir Robert 


| Rose, Charles Day 


Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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Sadler, Col. Samuel! Alexander 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel. S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


and Means. 


| Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 


Smith, RtHnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’'dUniv 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC. E. H(Sheffield 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
White, Luke, York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. Ashton-und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York.,E.R.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—-Sir 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) | 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


NOES. 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharpe 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E,) 
Hutchinson, Dr.CharlesFredk. 
Johnson, John 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, P. J.(Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (CavanW 
Law, HughAlex( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 

| Mooney, John J. 

| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
| Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


‘Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


SERIEs. | 2R 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


©’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, §,) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) | 
Wills, ArthurWalters(NDorset | Young, Samue 


Adjournment 


AMENDMENT OF LAW. 


Resolved, “‘ That it is expedient to 
amend the law relating to the National | 


Debt, Customs, and Inland Revenue.— 
(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; 


Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 
and 


ported ; as amended, to be considered 


Considered in Committee, re- 


to-morrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Motion made, and Qu>stion proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” — 
(Sir A. Acland-iTood.) 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) said 
that many hon. Members had remained 
in the belief that the Army Annual Bill 
to taken that He 


thought that when the Government had 


was be evening. 
changed their mind as to the arrange- 
ment of the business at the Evening 
Sitting information should be given to 
the House. He asked when the Govern- 
ment proposed to take the Army Annual 


Bill. 


{COMMONS} 
Woodhouse, Sir JT(Hudd’rsfi’d 
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of the House. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr. 
l Duffy and Mr. Joyce. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that there was a general understand- 
ing that the Army Annual Bill would be 
taken that night, and it was on that 
had_ been 


ground that arrangements 


/made to discuss it. He did not suggest 
| for a moment that the right hon. Gentle- 


man had done anything to defeat those 


on that side of the House in their arrange- 


ments, 
| Tre PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
| TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 


| AcLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
|ton) said that as the Divisions on the 
till 


twenty minutes past twelve o'clock, and 


Chancellor's Resolution went on 
| as it was agreed that the debate on thie 
Army Annual Bill would go on for a con- 
siderable time, he thought it would be 
more convenient to take it on Wednes- 


day at twelve midnight. 


Mr. DALZIEL : 


Gentleman 


Does the right hon, 
that the 


ment are going to be on those benches 


suppose Govern- 


at twelve midnight on Wednesday ? 


| POWER BRAKES ON RATLWAY LOCO 


MOTIVES. 
| Return ordered, in ‘the following 


form— 





Total Number. 
Railway Company. 


Engines. Tenders. 


Number fitted 
with Power 
Brakes. 


Total number used 
exclusively for 
shunting purposes. 


| 


Engines. Engines. | Tenders 
} 


| 
Yenders. 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 


| 


—!Mr. Bell.) 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before One o’cloek 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the kxaminers that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with:— Wor- 
cestershire County Council Bridges. 


: And that the further Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with: — Clay Cross 
Railway (Abandonment) ; Chelsea 
Electr.city Supply; Epping Cas; 
Great Kastern Railway; Higham and 
f Hundred of Hoo Water; Loughborough 
, Corporation ; Norwich Union Life In- 
= surance Society ; Weybridge and Wal- 
fF ton-upon-Thames Electric Supply; 
Darien Gold Mining Company [H.t.]. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 





’ 
q 
8 
3 
q 
q 


UTE 


estOle CY 








Great Central Railway Bill [#.L.]. The 
F King’s consent, signified ; and Bill re- 
ported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [H.1.]; 
Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 
Rochester Water Bill; East Cowes Gas 
Bill |H.L.]; Orphan Working School and 
Alexandra Orphanage Bill [H.L.]; Shettield 
University Bill [x.1.]. Reported, with 
Amendments. 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill ; 
Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bull. Reported, without Amend- 
ment. 


Administrative County of London and 
District Electric Power Company Bill 
[u.L.]; East London and Lower Thames 
Electric Power Bill [H.L.]; Charing Cross 
and Strand Electricity Supply Corpora- 
tion Bill [u.L.] ; City of London Electric 
Lighting Company Bill [#.L.]; Metro- 
politan Electric Supply Company {Acton 
District) Bill [u.1.]; Metropolitan Elec- 
tric Supply Company (Various Powers) 
Bill [H.t.]; North Metropolitan Elec- 
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tric Power Supply Bill [u.1.]; Central 
Electric Supply Bill [#.1.}; County of 
London Electric Supply Company Bill 
[H.L.]. Leave given to the Select Com- 
mittee not to sit again till Tuesday the 
9th of May next. 


Morley Corporation Bill. Read 2*, and 
committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


Darien Gold Mining Company Bill [#.1..]. 
Read 2" (according to order), anil com- 
mitted. 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill! a.t.}; Barry Railway Bill [4..]; 
Rhymney Railway Bill [H.1.]. Read 3*, 


and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Acton Sewage Bill; Birmingham Cor- 
poration Bill; Brentwood Gas _ Bill; 
Great Berkhampstead Gas Bill; Great 
Northern Railway Bill; Ilfracombe Har- 
bour and Improvement Bill; London 
Gas Bill; Nottingham and Retford Rail- 
way Bill; Otley Improvement Bill; Sea- 
ham Gas Bill; Sunderland and South 
Shields Water Bill. Brought from the 
Commons; read |; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill 
{u.t.]; Bangor (County Down) Water 
and Improvement Bill [H.L.]; Matlock 
Bath Improvement Bill {u.t.]; Bridge- 
water Canals Bill [u.t.]; University 
College, London (Transfer), Bill [H.1.] ; 
Metropolitan and Great Central Railway 
Companies Bill [H.L.]; Southport, Birk- 
dale, and West Lancashire Water Board 
Bill [#.L.); Formby ‘Township Bill 
{a.L.]; Humber Conservancy Bill [#1]. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Monk Bretton be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Lord Clements (2. Leitrim) ; read, 
and agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 
STREET BETLING BILL [4.1]. 
Petition in favour of; of residents in 
Nottingham ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table, 
28 
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SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [1.1]. 

Petitions in favour of; of Lodges. of 
Good Templars (2) ; residents of Gloucester 
and Cheltenham ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


Colonies (Propose! 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COLONIES: ANNUAL. 
No, 446. St. Vincent (Report for 1905- 
1904), Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table, 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 TO 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted by His Majesty to 
James Smith, under the provisions of the 
Penal Servitude Acts, 1853 to 1891, to 
which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A. of the 
Penal Servitude Act, 1864. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
LAND) PENSION FUND. 


(IRE- 


Annual account of receipts and pay- 
ments in respect of the capital and income 
of the above fund, for the period to 31st 
December, 1904. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ARMY. 
Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Address of the 31st of 
March last), and to be printed. (No. 45.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to 
its being suspended for that day’s sitting. 


COLONIES (PROPOSED COLONIAL CON- 
FERENCE). 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
rose to call attention to the declarations 
of certain of His Majesty’s Ministers con- 
cerning the proposed Colonial Conference, 
and to move to resolve “ That in the 
opinion of this House it is necessary that 
before the constituencies of the country 
are asked to determine upon the desir- 


ability of such couference they should be | soever. 


{LORDS} 
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informed (1) under what conditions the 
conference will be summoned ;7 (2) what 
Colonies and Dependencies will be in- 
vited to send representatives; and (3) 
how far any decision arrived at will be 
held as binding upon His Majesty’s 
Government and the United Kingdom.” 

He said: My Lords, I do not think I 
need offer to your Lordships any apology 
for calling your attention to the subject 
to which the Motion which stands in my 
name refers, because I think I can find 
ample justification for the course I am 
taking in the importance of the subject 
itself, in the doubt which enshrouds the 
special aspect of it which is more par- 
ticularly the subject of my Motion, and, 
in my humble opinion, the public interest 
imposes on the Government the absolute 
duty of clearing away doubts which I 
think I shall show to your Lordships exist 
at the present time. I thought I had cast 
the form of my Motion in a way as little 
objectionable as it could possibly be put. 
It seems to me as it stands that it is a 
proposition so absolutely self-evident 
that I can hardly understand anybody 
taking a contrary view. At any rate, 
if it is the case that at a general election, 
whenever that event takes place, the 
constituencies of this country are to 
be appealed to on this momentous 
subject, then it does seem to me they 
ought only to be appealed to with the 
light of the fullest and most complete 
information possible; and, my Lords, 
the only hope of taking colonial ques- 
tions out of the arena of our domestic 
controversies is, in the case of them, to 
be absolutely distinct and clear in the 
policy which is to be enunciated. I do 
not like questions affecting either colo- 
nial or foreign policy to be made the 
subject of domestic controversy in this 
country, and I think I can say that 
neither on a platform nor in Parliament 
have I ever attemped to speak either 
upon the one or the other without a deep 
and abiding sense of great responsibility. 

The point from which I start is this. It 
is announced as the policy of His Ma- 
jesty’s Government that there is to be a 
Colonial Conference upon many important 
subjects; and it is said, as I understand, 
that that conference is to be carried on 
as a free, open, and unfettered conference 
without any limiting instructions what- 
My Lords, why is it necessary 


Colonial Conference). 














1161 


to put before the country at this time 
the question of the expediency of such 
a conference? It has been described by 
the Prime Minister, and rightly described, 
as almost in these days a necessary part 
of the machinery for carrying on our 
affairs. Why, then, is it necessary that 
at this time of day it should be thought 
expedient to consult the constituencies 
upon the mere expendiency of holding 
such a confernce ?—The answer, I think, 
is plain. The answer is to be found 
in the course which what is known as 
the fiscal controversy has run in this 
country during the last two years; and 
| venture to say, further than that, that 
the only possible obstacle to a free and 
full conference is the position into which 
the important subject of the preferer- 
tial taxation of food has been pushed or 
manceuvred by those who are in favour 
of that particular policy. But if that 
is so, the same reason enjoins upon those 
of us who are not convinced of the ex- 
pediency or wisdom of that policy, the 
duty of examining with care and with 
the fullest information the conditions 
upon which that subject is to come 
before such a conference. 


Colonies (Proposed 


| pause for a moment to ask whether 
this conference is to be one of the ordin- 
arv conferences which have been held 
ut stated intervals during the last few 
years, or whether it is a new departure 
cf a special kind and for a very special 
and very important purpose. It is 
announced that the great dependency 
of India is to be represented at this con- 
ference. One of the questions which I 
aun anxious to have an answer to is, 
whether India alone of those Colonies 
and dependencies which are not. self- 
governing is to be invited, or whether 
Ceylon or others are to be represented 
at that conference. And, my Lords, 
1 beg to say, in case I should be mis- 
understood, that the sole object with 
which I have put down this Motion is 
to elicit full, accurate, and distinct in- 
formation, and I have not, if noble 
Lords on the Front Bench near me will 
accept the disclaimer, the slightest in- 
tention of causing them any embarras- 
ment in the matter. The essential 
points seem to me to be the conditions 
under which we are to go into this con- 
ference, and the position relatively to 
that conferense in which we shall find 
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ourselves after it has been held. The 
two points are, in my opinion, closely 
connected, and to illustrate what I mean 
I will ask your Lordships to ai'ow me very 
briefly to glance at some of the essential 
incidents in the history of the fiscal 
controversy of the past two years. 


We all recall the events of the summer 
and autumn of 1903, and at that time 
the idea of a free, open, and unfettered 
conference in regard to these important 
matters had not, I think, been thought 
of; at any rate, it had not been indicated 
as a cardinal point of the policy of the 
Government. The conference then, my 
Lords, on these lines is a comparatively 
recent development of the events of 
this controversy. It was mentioned 
I know, in the debate in the other House 
of Parliament in August of last vear, 
and very soon after that debate a Ques- 
tion was addressed to the Prime Minister 
by Sir Howard Vincent as to whether 
he would summon a conference, and 
he replied— 

«TI hope that these conferences will be fre- 
quently repeated, but I do not propose to take 
any steps at the present moment on the 
subject.” 

The next occasion on which we heard 
of this conference was when the Prime 
Minister spoke in Edinburgh. We all 
know, I think, the circumstances of 
that meeting, and at it this announce- 
ment was made— 

‘In my view we have got to a point when the 
only possible way of moving out of the impasse 
in which we now find ourselves, an impasse 
dangerous to the Empire as a whole, is to have 
a free conference with these self-governing 
Colonies and with India. It would enable us to 
determine one way or the other, in the first 
place, whether these great dependencies desire 
an arrangement, and, in the second place, 
whether an arrangement be possible or not.” 


I am not going to attempt to set 
up the idea that there is any in- 
consistency on the part of the Prime 
Minister between the Answer given in 
August and the speech in October. The 
Answer in August was strictly limited 
to the time at which it was given. I 
go further than that and say that I 
believe most thoroughly that the idea 
which animated the Prime Minister in 
making the announcement in Edinburgh 
was the idea, as he says, if possible, of 
getting out of the difficulties and the 


impasse which had been brought about 
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by the special phases of the fiscal con- 
troversy, The same idea has pervaded 
other speeches which the Prime Minister 
has made. I will only refer to one or 
two. In a speech which he made in 
December, in reply to what is known as 
the Defence Deputation, he said— 


Colonies (Pro posed 


“If we have the power after the next election, 
our policy should be to ask the Colonies to join 
in a conference, and plainly intimate to them 
that those whom they send shali come un- 
hampered by limitations in this direction o1 in 
that direction.” 


The whole of the speech was an eloquent 
plea for a high tone in conducting this 
controversy, and I am sure no one more 
thoroughly and more cordially would 
desire to respond to the invitation and 
to the indications of policy which were 
given in the course of that speech. The 
next reference which was made to this sub- 
ject was in the speech at Manchester,when 
the celebrated lalf-sheet of note-paper 
was produced ; and during the present ses- 
sion of Parliament there have been Ques- 
tions and Answers and debates in the other 
House. But, my Lords, they all tend 
to establish, and I am sure His Majesty’s 
Government will not think I am mis- 
representing them when I say this, that 
their idea of this conference is that it is 
to be absolutely free and unfettered ; 
that there are to be no limiting considera- 
tions and nothing to prevent, as I 
understand it, a free debate on every 
sort of question affecting the Empire. 
Other Ministers have said the same. 
I am not going to weary your Lord- 
ships with further quotations. I had 
intended to refer to a speech of the 
noble Marquess, who is at the head 
of,,the Board of Trade, but he is 
absent on duty and I shall therefore 
pass that by. Nor shall I say anything 
with regard to a speech which was 
made by the noble Karl the late First 
Lord of the Admiralty, who has been 
appointed to a position which, in my 
opmion at any rate, ought to take him 
absolutely out of the arena of Party con- 
flict. And if I may turn aside for a 
moment to say so, there is no one who 
more ardently and thoroughly wishes 
the noble Earl all the success which his 
most earnest friends can ask for him in 
the difficult and responsible position to 
which he has been called. As I have 
said, other Ministers have made speeches. 


Lord Baljcur of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 
' Those in the Cabinet have, I think, taken 


‘and practicable ; 





Colonial Conference). 1164 


on the whole very much the same view 
of the conference; those who are not 
actually in the Cabinet, but who hold 
responsible positions, have not, I ven- 
ture to think, taken quite the same line. 
I will only refer to two. The Attorney- 
General spoke at Inverness on January 
9th. He undoubtedly said that both 
sides would enter into that confereice 
absolutely free, but, personally, he 
believed that the fullest inquiry would 
show 

“That the taxation of food between tho 
mother country and the Colonies was neith«r 
desirable nor practicable—but they should hay 
the facts.” 

The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Trade, also occupying a very 
influential position, does not take quite 
the same line. Speaking at Warrington, 
he gave a certain amount of lip service 
to the idea that the conference was to 
be held, without the electors committing 
themselves to anything, to consider 
whether preferential trade was desirable 
but he went on to 
announce himself a fiscal reformer as 
keen as anyone in the country. He 
wished the inevitable change to be 
gradual—to be done as circumstances 
justified the advance; and then he is 
reported to have used these words— 

“ He cared not what was the first step so long 
as they adopted the principle.” 

What I am anxious to make sure of 
is that in taking the first step, whatever 
that step is, we shall know, and the 
people of this country shall know, be- 
yond all manner of doubt, whether or 
not in taking that step we are going to 
be held as adopting the principle of this 
great change. There are other views of 
this conference, and there has been an 
agitation by another body—I do not 
know whether to regard them as alto- 
gether supporters of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment or not—on this subject of fiscal re- 
form during the same period. But I must 
go back to the summer of 1903, to a 
speech which was made by Mr. Cham- 
berlain in the House of Commons at the 
time when he was a colleague of the 
Prime Minister, and, for that matter, I 
was also in the same position, and it 
contained a very striking utterance. It 
is couched in plain and direct language, 
the meaning of which I think there is ro 
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possibility of mistaking. 


| 
‘*Now, nothing would be worse than to | 
negotiate with the Colonies and probably come 
to an agreement with them, and then at the 
next general election to find that the whole idea 
was repudiated by the country. I can conceive 
nothing more dangerous to union than that. 
Therefore, before we begin to negotiate with | 
the Colonies, we must have some knowledge of | 
what is the opinion of the people of the country | 
with regard to the principle at stake.” 








My Lords, if I were to approach this | 
matter in a controversial spirit I should | 
say that indications of what the feeling 
of the country is have not been alto- 
gether wanting during the past few 
months; but the essential part for my 
purpose of that speech is, that nothing 
can be worse than to negotiate with the 
Colonies, and probably come to an agree- 
ment with them and find it repudiated 
by the people of the country at the next 
general election. But that is the very 
risk which I am afraid we are running 
at the present time and under the present 
circumstances; and I want to know, if 
I may humbly and respectfully ask for 
the information, whether His Majesty’s 
Government agree with that expression of 
opinion, If they do not, what is their 


{11 Aprit 1905} 


The words to | 
which I refer are these— | 





answer to It ? 
course are they going to take to avoid | 
the possible danger indicated ? | 


The matter does not stop there. Mr. | 
Chamberlain spoke at Luton within | 
a few days after the Prime Minister's | 
speech in Edinburgh. I would never 
have referred to this matter if, after 
the consideration which must have | 
t:'ken place during certain months, 
Mr. Chamberlain had altered his views 
of policy and had frankly and freely and 
fully accepted the conference proposed 
by the Prime Minister, not as committing 
us to a policy, but as one for free and un- 
fettered inquiry. But after saying at 
Luton that it had been an understood 
thing hitherto that if the representatives 
of either foreign countries or the Colonies 
came to an agreement, that agreement 
should at once be submitted to the Par- 
liaments and the Legislatures of the 
separate States concerned, he went on 
to say— 


*T cannot understand what is the necessity 
of a second plébisette, involving, as it would do, 
two mandates, two general elections on the 
same subject, coming within a few months one 
of the other. I think it would be very incon- 
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venient and very unpopular; but it is more 
serious than that. If, after coming to an agree- 
ment with your fellow-subjects, you are then to 
postpone the matter until every Legislature in 
every one of the Colonies and at home has been 
re-elected for this particular purpose—if you 
are going to do this, how long is it going to 
take?” 


Colonial Conference). 


My Lords, I do not want to say a harsh 
thing on any of the speeches which the 
Prime Minister has recently made, but it 
seems to me that he is perfectly and en- 
tirely oblivious of the fact that any such 
agitation as this has been going on in the 
country. At any rate, so far as I know, 
he has never referred to it in terms 
either of condemnation or objection. Is 
it possible under these circumstances to get 
a really free and unfettered conference ? 
I do not think the Government them- 
selves, when it is thoroughly examined, 
really propose a free and unfettered 
conference. As I understand it, they 
bar the possibility of any preference on 
raw materials. If you go into a confer- 
ence with the idea of preference on raw 
materials barred and yet you are great 
patriots, why are we who have equally 
strong objections to a preference in the 
important matter of food to be told that 
we are disloyal to the Empire, and that 


And, if they do, what | it is impossible to consider this matter 


except in a free and unfettered confer- 
ence. Why is it so reprehensible on our 
part to take exception to the expediency 
of taxing food ? What are to be the in- 
structions to the delegates who go into 
the conference supposing somebody who 
comes from Canada should happen to 
propose a preference on timber as well 
as on corn, or somebody from Australia 
should propose a preference on wool as 
well as on meat from New Zealand. These 
things are different in degree, but they 
are not different in kind, and it is be- 
cause | am anxious to know exactly 
where we stand that I want to elicit the 
information for which I am asking. 


Another Question I want to put to His 
Majesty’s Government is this, what 
guarantee is there that the Coloniés will 
come to this free and unfettered confer- 
ence? They are in their policy pro- 
tectionists; they have the right to be 
protectionists if it suits them. We 
have given them freedom and we do not 
desire to interfere with their freedom ; 
but. as I understand it, their delegates 
will certainly come to the conference on 
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system of protection is not to be inter- 
fered with or broken up. Are we, or are 
we not, to go into the conference on the 
same understanding with regard to our 
fiscal system? My Lords, you cannot 
have it both ways. It seems to me, and 
I put it strongly because I feel strongly 
upon it, that the asking and the receiving 
of this information is, in my opinion, 
nothing but a matter of simple, down- 
right honest and fair dealing. We 
are asked to go into a conference. [i it 
is to bind us, you must tell us the policy. 
If it is free, we must be assured on the 
authority of everybody who accepts the 
conference that the people, sometinie or 
another, and in my opinion sooner than 
later, will have a free and full chance of 
deciding whether or not they will accept 
the policy recommended by the delegates. 
Mr. Chamberlain says it is the custom in 
conferences to regard the policy resolved 
upon as binding on the Legislatures con- 
cerned. So it may be, but in that class 
of conference and under those circuni- 
stances there are limiting instructions, 
and the delegates are told what they may 
agree to and what they may not agree to, 
and I say, with all the force of conviction 
that I can put into it, you must take it 
one way or the other. Either this is to be 
a free and unfettered conference, or we 
are to know distinctly and clearly the 
policy which is to be advocated by our 
delegates when they go into it. 

As far as the other point is concerned, 
there is danger of delay. There is danger 
of other questions coming up and inter- 
fering with the possibility of putting this 
matter as a simple and sole issue to the 
electorate ; but until you have in the 
Constitution something like a referendum 
which you have not got now, that is an 
inevitable accident of the position in 
which we are placed. If I am not weary- 
ing your Lordships, [ will illustrate my 
difficulty in another way. A good deal 
has centred recently round the maxim 
which is to the effect that you must not 
have taxation except for revenue pur- 
poses. I think that was thrown over at 
Sheffield; and it was also part of the 
policy upon the half-sheet of notepaper 
that that maxim was not in its full 
force to bind us in the future. In Jan- 
uary, 1904, the Prime Minister referred 


to it as an error and a prejudice, at least | 


Lord Ba!four of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 


the understanding that their general | 
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so I understood him. He referred on the 
same occasion to his speech to the corn- 
tax deputation of the previous May, and 
he used these words, to which I eall 
special attention. He said that even a small 
duty on food would never be tolerated as 
a mere fiscal and financial expedient, but 
that, if it was part of a wider or an 
essential element in a wider scheme of 
Imperial union then, and not till then, 
we might have a small tax on food as 
part of a preference system. I do not 
know whether that is intended as an 
acceptance in principle of the policy of 
food taxation. I do not like to express 
a definite opinion upon it, but at any 
rate I may go so far as this, that anyone 
who can use that language, who can 
hold that language, cannot be regarded 
as in principle opposed to it, and, there- 
fore, if this conference should decide 
in favour of that policy, I am not sure 
that we can look to the Prime Minister 
|to stand between us and its adoption. 
T carry it no further than that. 


But to show how far some people go, 
I will again quote Mr. Chamberlain. 
Speaking at Liverpool on October 28th, 
1903, he ridiculed the doctrine that 
the justification of a tax is that it is 
purely for revenue purposes. He laughed 
at the idea that if the tax only benefits 
the Exchequer it is a good tax, but if it 
ineidentally or directly benefits any 
trade it is to be utterly condemned. 
He went on-— 

“Now I call that a preposterous doctrine: 
My object is—I may be quite wrong in my 
methods. and everything else may be quite 
wrong—but my object is simply this: I want 
to establish a scientific taxation for a taxation 
which, in my opinion, is a taxation in its most 
brutal and arbitrary form.” 


It is never safe absolutely to comm t 
oneself to a general proposition as suit- 
able for all times and for all cireum- 
stances ; but if there ever was a proposi- 
tion to which I should be inclined so to 
commit myself, it is the proposition which 
has been the canon of our taxation for 
fifty years—that the justification of 
a tax is its power to produce revenue, 
and not its capacity for conferring 
benefits on this or that class of the 
population. There may be cases in 
which that maxim, strictly interpreted, 
would work injustice, but, if so, itis surely 
fairer and safer to produce these specific 
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cases and prove them up to the hilt 
before you take an exceptional remedy 
and cast discredit on what I venture to 
think is the only true canon of scientific 
taxation. 

My Lords, I earnestly hope that no 
one will think it a light matter to try 
experiments in these negotiations with 
the Colonies. I hope people will not 
run away with the idea that you can try 
this thing and let it drop as and when 
you will. I venture to say if you do that 
you are practically certain to come to 
grief. You will arouse susceptibilities, 
you will excite hopes which you cannot 
fulfil, and you will perhaps make bargains 
which will preclude you from an honour- 
able retreat. This is no new thing. 
It has been tried before. The history 
of the country tells you what was the 
outcome of preferential taxation with 
the Colonies, and it tells you by bitter 
experience of the difficulties of getting 
rid of it once it is started. In my humble 
opinion sentiment is a stronger and 
safer tie than business; freedom anil 
equality are better than bargains. [ 
should like to put in, for my own sake, 
one word of caution. Do not let anyone 
say that I am opposed to the ideal of a 
closer union of the Empire. I would 
be the last to deny that it is a great ideal 
and an ennobling aim, It not the 
ideal of a closer union that we mistrust ; 
but do not let us allow the ideal to entice 
us into a policy which we shall find to 
be impracticable. I for one, at any 
rate, do not accept the assumption 
that the preferential taxation of food 
is the only road to a closer union 
of the Empire. Indeed, I regard it as a 
road to certain disaster; and the danger 
I see is that those who want some change, 
who are discontented with the present 
circumstances in some respect or another. 
who say, as few of us can say, that all 
is for the best in this best of all possible 
worlds, that those who want some change 
because they think any change will be 
a change for the better, may be tempted 
to accept a complex scheme of compro- 
mise to which in their calmest reason 
hereafter they will not be able to assent. 
Our circumstances and our conditions 
are not the sam those of our Celontes. 
Our difficulties and cur intsiests are not 
the same, but cne thing we have in 
commen—the same love ef equality and 


1s 


e as 
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freedom. The we have 
dered to each other in the past have not 
been rendered in the hope of making a 
commercial profit out of them; and I ven- 
ture to say for my part that what has 
been called the gossamer threadof disinter- 
ested affection will bind us together more 
closely and keep us together more surely 
than any appeal to the baser motive 
of commercial gain. I say, let us take 
care that in appealing to the one we do 
not weaken the older, and, in my humble 
opinion, the nobler tie. I beg to move 
the Motion standing in my name. 


services ron- 


“ee T 


Moved to resolve, “ That, in the cpinion 
of this House, it is necessary that before 
the constituencies of the country are 
asked to determine upon the desirability 
of a Colonial Conference they should be 
informed (1) under what conditions the 
conference will be summoned; (2) what 
Colonies and Dependencies will be invited 
to send representatives; and (3) how 
far any decision arrived at will be held 
as binding upon His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the United Kingdom.”— 
(The Lord Bulfour of Burleigh.) 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE COLONIES (The Duke of 
MarLBoroucu): My Lords, my noble 
friend who has just addressed your Lord- 
ships has inquired of us concerning certain 
utterances of His Majesty’s Ministers 





upon @ very important matter—the 
question of a Colonial Conference. No 
doubt the noble Marquess the Leader of 
the House will deal with many of the 
observations which have fallen from 
my noble friend, but perhaps your Lord- 
ships will permit me, as being the repre- 
sentative in this House of a Department 
of the State closely concerned in this 
important question, to offer a few ob- 
servations on the speech of my noble 
friend. A glance at the terms of the 
Motion which my noble friend has just 
moved would suggest to anyone who 
was a stranger in this country that the 
Prime Minister had stated that in his 
opinion a Colonial Conference should be 
summoned, but that after having given 
expression to that pious hope he had 
faded to enlighten his countrymen as to 
the conditions under which the con- 
ference would be held, as to which of our 
Colonies would be represented, and as to 
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whether, in the event of the representa- 
tives at that conference arriving at a 
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decision, it would be binding on the) 


Government of the day. I venture to 


hope that I shall be able to show my | 


noble friendand yourLordships that every 
one of these matters have been explained 
by the Prime Minister. The conditions 
under which the conference is to be held 
have been thoroughly explained by Mr. 
Balfour, and his views are public pro- 
perty. 


Though the terms of my noble friend’s 
Motion are comparatively easy to deal 
with, I confess that the observations 
which he has made and his reflections are 
less easy to deal with. It is the desire of 
His Majesty’s Government to resist the 
Motion which the noble Lord has just 
moved. Let me say at once that it is the 
view of His Majesty’s Government that 
there have been lengthy discussions on 
this principle whether the development 
of our colonial trade is worth fostering 
or whether it is not. These discussions 
have taken place in both Houses of Par- 
liament and throughout the country for 
along time past. In our view the time 
has now come when we must make up our 
minds to refrain from abstract discussion 
and attempt to ascertain in a definite way 
by a concrete method of procedure 
whether our Colonies are prepared to 
make us any definite proposals, and, if so, 
under what terms and under what con- 
ditions those proposals would be binding 
upon the Government of the day. Let 
me remind your Lordships, briefly, what 
the policy of the Government is. It has 
been carefully defined and laid down 
by the Prime Minister in his speech in 
Edinburgh and other speeches. The 
policy of the Government is, if we are 
again returned to power at the next 
general election, to summon a conference 
which representatives of the various 
self-governing Colonies and of India will 
be asked to attend. My noble friend 
asks whether the representatives of the 
Crown Colonies will be summoned to that 
conference. I am unable to answer that 
Question. I feel that it is somewhat pre- 
mature to give a reply on that particular 
point ; but I can assure him that in this 
matter the interests and welfare of the 
Crown Colonies will not be lost sight of 
by His Majesty's Government. 

Lhe Dake of Murlborough. 


{LORDS) 
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This conference, as my noble friend 
has reminded you, is to be unhampered 
by any precise instructions, limitations or 
restrictions. It will be free, unfettered, 
and uncontrolled. What are the sub- 
jects which the representatives will be 
called upon to discuss? They will be 
asked to discuss whether the idea of a 
closer union on a commercial or on any 
other basis commends itself to them, and, 
if the representatives are favourable to 
the idea, in what precise manner it can 
be carried into effect. Any scheme thus 
formulated will be submitted by the re- 
presentatives of the Colonies to their re- 
spective Governments, and no scheme 
will be deemed binding on His Majesty’s 
Government until it has been submitted 
to the electorate of this country. The 
foregoing is a rough outline of the main 
principles and the more important con- 
siderations of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment as they have been unfolded to us by 
the speeches of the Prime Minister at 
Edinburgh and elsewhere, and I confess 
I fail to understand how my noble friend, 
after a careful study of the public utter- 
ances of the Prime Minister, can claim 
that the three considerations laid down 
by him in the Resolution have not been 
complied with by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 


T will dwell for a few moments on some 
of the observations which fell from my 
noble friend. In the first place I was 
glad to hear from him that in his view 
the Cabinet were quite agreed upon the 
policy laid down by the Prime Minister. 
That, indeed, is a concession which of late 
we have been unaccustomed to receive. 
I do not propose to follow my noble friend 
into his minute examination of the differ- 
ent public utterances of the Prime Minis- 
ter and of Mr. Chamberlain. Sufficient 
for me to say on this point is this, that 
with regard to this question of the Colon- 
ial Conference, and with regard to Im- 
perial trade, the position of — the 
Prime Minister and of Mr. Chamber- 
lain is one in- which freedom _ is 
indulged and concord is in no way 
violated. Your Lordships will have ob- 
served the tenor of my noble friend’s 
speech. He displayed great anxiety to 
know the exact position of the conference. 
He asked us whether it is possible to have 
a free and unfettered Colonial Conference. 
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He expressed his doubt whether the re- 
presentatives of the Colonies themselves 
willcome. He expressed his regret or his 
alarm at the remarks of the Parliamen- 
tary Secretary to the Board of Trade in 
one of the many brilliant speeches which 
he has made throughout the country. 
He displayed an anxiety and a fear that 
under certain circumstances something 
might occur which ought not to occur, 
or that something ought to occur which 
might not occur. Indeed, my noble 
friend displayed far greater concern in 
regard to minute contingencies which 
might arise under improbable circum- 
stances than a wish to dwell upon what 
is by far the most important and serious 
consideration of all—the causes, the 
reasons, the imperative necessity for the 
summoning of a Colonial Conference. 

I ask myself, Why is this matter of 
the summoning of a Colonial Conference 
a real and a living question? Why is it 
that a vast volume of public opinion in 
this country is deeply concerned in this 
matter ? My noble friend alluded to a 
sentimental consideration, the desire to 
come closer into union with our fellow- 
subjects across the sea. All that I 
thoroughly appreciate, and to it I attach 
the greatest importance and the greatest 
value. But, my Lords, I do feel that 
there is something more than merely 
considerations. It is the know- 
ledge on the part of the commercial com- 
munity in this country that they have 
not inconsiderably benefited by the 
trade preferences which have already 
been granted to Great Britain by our 
Colonies, and of which the Canadian 
preference forms the most notable ex- 
ample. My noble friend opposite (Lord 
Tweedmouth) does not seem to attach 
vreat Importance to what has happened 
with regard to trade with Canada. Be- 
lore Canada granted us preference, from 
the vears 1891 to 1897, British exports to 
Canada fell from £8,500,000 to £6,500,000, 
whereas in the seven years subsequent to 
the preference they have increased from 
£5,500,000 to £12,500,000, an increase of 
%0 per cent. That increase in our trade 
with Canada is mainly and largely due to 
the preferential agreement entered into 
by them. Six millions at 10 per cent. 
represents £600,000 a year clear profit 
in the pockets of the manufacturing 
classes of this country. I wonder how 


these 
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| many families that sum of money has 
‘helped to keep in prosperity and in 
| decency during the last few years. When 
we consider these facts it is difficult to 
resist the conclusion that the Canadian 
preference has acted favourably to us 
here at home. 

Your Lordships are aware that New 
Zealand has also granted us preferences. 
I do not propose to dwell upon the 
figures beyond reminding your Lord- 
‘ships that New Zealand imports 
amount to £15,000,000 a year, of 
which  £10,000,000 come from the 
British Empire. I hope that we shall 
keep that trade, and, if we do, I 
believe it will be due in no small degree 
'to the effect of the preferential tariff. 


Finally, my Lords, there is South 
| Africa. We are granted in South 
Africa 25 per cent. preference on 


all goods coming from the Empire. As 
many of your Lordships are aware, 
South Africa to-day imports from the 
British Empire £33,000,000, and from 
foreign countries £14,000,000. We pos- 
sess to-day, therefore, about two- 
|} thirds of the whole of the South 
African trade. To-day this is satis- 
factory, but what of to-morrow? 
Quite recently the Americans and 
the Germans were increasing their 
trade with South Africa at a greater rate 
per cent. than we were. We have spent 
vast sums of money in South Africa; 
we have placed our new colonies on a 
sound financial basis and given them 
suitable government. Are we going 
to forego the advantages of trading with 
the new community in our new colonies ? 
Are we going to ignore the great possi- 
bilities which lie there in the future ? 
The community to-day may not be very 
large, but in years to come it may even 
exceed the population of Canada and 
Australia. In ten years time, when the 
whole of the South African imports 
are not £50,000,000 but £100,000,000, is 
our relative position compared with 
foreign countries to be the same as it is 
to-day ? If it is, I cannot help thinking 
that it will be in no small degree due 
to the preference which has been granted 
to us by the South African Customs 
| Union. 
I have ventured to remind your Lord- 
ships to what degree the Canadian tariff 
has benefited the manufacturing classes 
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in this couatry. Your Lordships will 
observe that Canada, New Zealand, and 
South Africa have got preferential tariffs 
which apply not only to this country 
but to the Colonies themselves; that 
is to say, the Canadian tariff enables 
the New Zealander to send his goods to 
Canada at preferential rates; the Cana- 
dian is able to send his goods to South 
Africa at preferential rates; and the 
imports into these three preference-giving 
colonies amount to £110,000.000 a year. 
£57,000,000 of these imports are Empire 
imports, and £53,000,000 come from 
foreign sources. Why, if preference 
has the effect which we believe it has, 
and I have ventured to quote the case of 
Canada, should the division of this 
trade say in ten years not be £80,000.000 
of Empire imports and only £30,000,C00 
of foreign imports? There is one other 
consideration which I should like to put 
before your Lordships. If Empire im- 
ports into preference-giving colonies win 
in ten years £23,000.000 from foreign 
trade, and we are able to enhance our 
gain in the increase in trade, for, after 
all, trade is seldom stationary, surely it 
follows that we are then going to do a 
greater business within the Empire 
itself through the preferential agree- 
ments entered into by three of the more 
important of our Colonies. 
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Largely increased business means 
largely increased wealth, and largely 
increased wealth means largely increased 
taxable?resources. At present, as your 
Lordships are aware, our Colonies raise 
all their revenue from import duties, but 
with increased Empire trade and corre- 
spondingly increased taxable resources 
surely it is not difficult to see that in 
future the Colonies will be less dependent 
on import duties for their revenue and 
will be able to look for that sum from 
other sources. Is it too much to hope, 
is it too much to expect, that when that 
day comes the first consideration of 
the Colonies will be to reduce their 
import duties on imports coming from 
the Empire, while maintaining their 
import duties on goods coming from 
foreign countries; and, if that should 
occur, surely it will be on the road 
to breaking down those commercial 
barriers which to-day exist between 
the different component parts of the 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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Empire; it will be in the direction of 
freer trade, of free trade itself, within 
the Empire. Few, I venture to think, 
in this House would cavil at such an 
aim. Why, then, should we refuse to 
entertain this idea of discussing colonial 
preference, which I would remind your 
Lordships is the first step towards the 
aim which so many are m agreement in 
desiring. In conclusion, to recapitulate, 
I would remind your Lordships that this 
conference which the Prime Minister has 
summoned will meet under conditions 
which have been fully explained by him. 
I venture further to remind the House 
that we have gained not inconsiderably 
by the Canadian tariff, and that ther> 
may be considerably more gain to the 
Colonies owing to the preferential agree- 
ments which they themselves have entered 
into. Others are more able than [ am to 
dwell upon the enormous gain which 
accrues to our country in authority and 
Tesource in the unity of the Kmpire. | 
have confined myself to-night—I know 
how imperfectly—to’ the more prosaic, 
the less emotional aspect of this pro- 
blem, for I am irresistibly drawn to it, 
being the representative in your Lord- 
ships’ House of the Colonial Office, which, 
having under its charge many lands and 
many peoples, is absorbed in the develop- 
ment and in the consolidation of a great 
and a splendid asset. 
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Eart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords. I 
am sorry I cannot hold out any hope to 
the noble Duke who has just sat down 
that the Answer he has given to this 
Question will afford much satisfaction to 
the free-trade Members of your Lordships’ 
House, because it was in effect that 
His Majesty's Government would lay 
down no conditions against the time 
when the Colonial Conference met. 
The Government may, like the proverbial 
ostrich, hide its head in the sand and lay 
down no conditions themselves, but the 
conditions under which the conference 
will take place will be those laid down 
by Mr. Chamberlain himself, and T am 
quite sure that the free-trade Mem- 
bers of your Lordships’ House, at any 
rate, will not find much satisfaction in 
that. Perhaps the most interesting phrase 
in the noble Duke’s speech was the one in 
which he said that the relations between 
/Mr. Balfour and Mr, Chamberlain were 
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such that freedom was indulged, and 
concord by no means violated. I am not 


quite sure that I understand what that 
phrase may mean, but, if it has any 
meaning, it seems to me to mean that 
Mr. Balfour and Mr, Chamberlain have 
the same ideas with regard to colonial 
preference ; and, if that is sc, we have a 
declaration from a member of His 
Majesty’s Government that they are in 
symp.ithy with the taxation of the food 
of the people of this country. But, my 
Lords, 1t is not fair that we should take 
this only from some chance phrase in the 
noble Duke’s speech. I am entitled to 
remind your Lordships that Mr. Cham- 
berlain has again and again s:id that there 
is no point of principle on which he differs 
fromthe proposals which are put forward 
by the Prime Minister. What we want 
to know is whether His Majesty’s 
Government accept that definition of their 
proposals, whether thev themselves agree 
that there is difference between what 
they propose and what Mr. Chamberlain 
propo-es, 


I venture to hope that from 
an unexpected quarter of this House 
we may find a recruit. A speech 
was made only yesterday afternoon 
by the noble Lord behind me, who was 
private secretary to Mr. Chamberlain 
while he was at the Colonial Office, in 
which he complained that during his 
recent visit to Australia it was very diffi- 
sult for the people there to hear anything 
but one side of the question then being 
liscussed—the question of Chinese labour. 
I should like to apply that complaint to 
this question. So far the people of this 
country have been allowed to discuss 
only one side of this question, as it affects 
the Colonial Conference, We have had 
from Mr. Chamberlain what he is ready 
20 offer to the Colonies, but we have had 
no sort or kind of suggestion as to what 
the Colonies are prepared to give to us; 
and therefore, we are entitled to say that 
30 far as the discussion has proceeded up 
‘0 the present it has simply gone upon 
the lines that we are to give, but we have 
10t yet heard what it is we are to get in 
‘eturn. ‘That has ha | a somewhat serious 


seople of Canada. If any proof were 
needed 1 could quote the Resolution which 








Aprit 1905} 


‘esult, because it has entirely misled the | 
‘have been made would affect Austra- 


Was passed in one of the Legislatures of , 
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Canada, and, what was still more impor 
tant, the Amendment which was defeated. 
The Resolution proposed was in favour 
of Mr. Chamberlain’s proposals, and an 
Amendment was moved to this effect— 
«That the people of Conada, to assist in the 
successful carrying out of this policy, should be 
prepared to make such further substantial re- 
ductions in the Canadian tariff against British 
goods as shallensure to British manufacturers 
an enlarged market in Canada in return for a 
preference upon Canadian food products.” 
That Amendment was defeated, 
and it seems to me that the people 
of the Colonies are being grossly 
misled if they are allowed to think that 
we are ready to tax the food of the 
people of this country without getting 
any adequate return. We are entitled to 
point out that up to the present we have 
had no suggestion except one, which 
having scarcely been made was hastily 
withdrawn by Mr. Chamberlain after his 
speech at Glasgow—with that exception 
we have hed no suggestion from the 
Government or from Mr. Chamberlain as 
to what should be the colonial side of the 
bargain. y 
The noble Lord who moved the Resolu 
tion very rightly laid stress on the fact 
that whether we go in‘o the conference 
hampered or not the colonial representa- 
tives are not in a condition of complete 
freedom. They are without exception 
against any revision of their tariffs which 
would give equal opportunities to British 
manufacturers. I will quote what was 
suid by Mr. Fielding. Spe king at the 
Conference of Prime Ministers he said— 
“‘There must be no misunderstanding on this 
point.” 
And speaking on the 
“ We cannot undertake 
ference in a manner which 
disadvantage of our own goods. 


Budget he said— 


to give further pre- 
would operate tothe 


” 


If their representatives are to be 
hampered in the one way, then surely it 
is not unfair to say that our represen- 
tatives should have definite ins‘ructions 
given to them not to agree to anything 
which would result in the taxation of the 
food of the people of thiscountry. [turn 
my thoughts to the country where I 
experienced so many kindnesses, and 
consider how the proposals which 
1 am glad that there is the 
Australia 


lia e 
second Governor-General of 
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in your Lordships’ House to-night, and | 
I could wish that he would take part in» 
the debate. I desire to point out one 
aspect of the question which has not 
received from Mr. Chamberlain or from 
His Majesty’s Government any considera- 
tion up to the present time, and that is 
the way in which these preferential 
tarifis will affect the people of the 
Colonies themselves. The great wool 
industry of Australia would gain nothing. 
Wool, being a raw material, is not to be 
taxed ; a drought only half as had as the 
drought wh'ch recently occurred in New 
South Wales would kill any gain that 
there might be to the dairy or agricul- 
tural industries of Australia; and, lastly 

and this is a point which I have not 
seen any mention of—any preferential 
tariff must r ise the expenses of every 
household in the colony. For this 
reason. Imagine a preference given oa 
wheat. The object of such‘a preference 
is to raise the price to the colonial farmer 
The colon‘al farmer is to gt more for it, 
and the miller in the Colonies will be 
unable to get any wheat unless he pays 
the higher price which the farmer can gt 
by sending his wheat to this country. 
Therefore, if the miller has to pay more 
for his wheat, the consumer will have to 
pay more for his bread, and onevery article 
on wh:ch you put a preference the cost 
to the fmilies in the Colonies must be 
higher. Under these circumstances it is 
not surprising that such a newsp:per as 
the Sydney Bulletin should take a firm 
line against the propesals of Mr. Cham- 
berlain. 


T am naturally not anxious to say 
that His Majesty’s Government are 
tied down to all the details of Mr. 


Chamberlain’s scheme as he has developed 
it since he spoke at Glasgow, but we are, 
I think, guided to some extent by what 
Mr. Chamberlain said when as Secretary 
of State for the Colonies he spoke at the 
last Conference of Prime Ministers. We 
want to know whether His Majesty’s 
Government hold the same opinion to-day 
as they did in the year 1902. And there 
was a still more important speech made 
by Mr. Chamberlain when speaking to 
a Congress of the Chambers of Commerce 
of the Empire in London in 1896. At 
that time also Mr. Chamberlain was 
Se-retary of State for the Colon‘es. 1 


Earl Beauchamp. 


{LORDS} 
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imagine that he was speaking what is 
the opinion, or was the opinion then, 
of His Majesty’s Government. We have 
a right to know whether or not His 
Majesty’s Government have changed their 
opinion since that day, and in any 
summons which they send to the Colonial 
Premiers they ought to express their 
difference from, or their agreement with, 
what Mr. Chamberlain laid down 0 
recently as 1902 at the Conference of 
Prime Ministers. Mr. Chamberlain, then 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, speak- 
ing on Imperial reciprocity, said— 

“This proposal is in effect that while the 
Colonies should be left absolutely free to 
propose what protective duties they choose 
both on foreign imports and on British com. 
merce, they should be required to make a small 
discrimination in avour of British trade, in 
return for which we are expected to change our 
whole system and impose duties on food and 
raw material. Well, I express again my own 
opinion when I say there is not the slightest 
chance that in any reasonable time this country 
or the Parliament of this country would adopt 
so one-sided an agreement.” 


We are entitled, | think, to some ex- 
pression of opinion from His Majesty’s 
Government with respect to that.  Re- 
ferriug to Canadian preference, on which 
the noble Duke the Under-Secretary 
dilated at some length, Mr. Chamberlain 
sald— 

“ The substantial results have been altogether 
disappointing to us, and in spite of the pre- 
ference which Canada has given us thei: tariff 
has pressed with the greatest severity on their 
best customers and has favoured the foreigner.” 


That was at the opening of the 
Colonial Conference in 1902, and T am 
surprised that the noble Duke who re- 
presents the Colonial Office in your 
Lordships’ House has got such very 
different ideas of the result of Canadian 
preference to-day. The results — of 
Canadian preference, I venture to think, 
are scarcely so happy as the noble Duke 
led your Lordships to believe. The 
noble Duke said that the increase in 
Canadian imports from Great Brita, 
from 1896 to 1902, had been 49 per cent. 


THe Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: 
What I said was that before the pre- 
ference British imports into Canada fell 
30 per cent, and that subsequent to the 
preference they have increased 80 pert 
cent. 
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Bart BEAUCHAMP: I quite agree, | 
but that does not affect what I was about | 
to say. In Canadian imports there has 
been a totalincrease from 1896 to 1902 of 
83 per cent.; that is from all countries, | 
including Great Britain. In Canadian 
imports from Germany we find th> 
increase has been 82 per cent.; in 
imports from the United States the | 
increas? has been no less than 103 per | 
cent.; the increase in the imports from | 
France has been 137 per cent., while | 
from Great Britain the increase has | 
only been 49 percent, It is not as if! 
that ended what there is to say on the 
subject. The noble Duke, I think, for- 
gets exactly what a tar ff is when he 
specks of this preferential taviit doing | 
so much g od, As the Canadian tarifi | 
stands at present it admits a large | 
number of goods quite free into that 
country. A large number of goods from 
this countcy and a very much larger | 
number from the United States of 
America go in free, and so it is with 
other countries. The average duty— 
and this is the figure to which I woule 
draw the noble Duke’s attention—under 
the tariff on all goods going into Canada 
from this country is 18 per cent., whilst 
the average duty on all goods going in 
from the United States of America is | 
only 12 per cent., because the United 
States send in a much larger number | 
of things which go in free. Our goods 
are penalised te the extent of 18 per 
cenit., while goods from the United | 
States are only penalised to tie extet | 
of 12 per cent. That does not seem to 
me to be a very magnifie-nt result of a 
prefercntial tariff. 





[ am glad to be able to go still 
further into these figures, and give 
the proportion of inezease in regird 
to the goods on which duty is levied 
and the goods which go in fre. 
Wuile in the time which the noble Duke 
has mentioned the increase on dutiable 
goods has been from 20,000,090 dollars 
to 45,000,000 dollars, during the same 
time the increase in goods which have 
gone in free has been from 9,000,0)0 
dollars to 16,000,000 dollars, and so it 
is with regard to the details of the 
figures of every single oie of the vavious 
countries which send in goods. It gos 
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to prove what little effect a preferential 
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tariff, or, indeed, any duty of any sort 
or kind, has upon the trade of a country 
itself; for we find that while the dutiable 
goods from the United States have gone 
up from 39,000,000 dollars to 83,000,000 
dollars, the free goods have gone up 
from 31,000,000 to 74,000,000; that 
is to say, while the free gcods have 
increased by a great deal more thaa 
100 per cent., the dutiible goods have 
not done nearly so well. We find, with 
regard to Germany, that while dutiable 
goods have only gone up from 5,000,000 
to 6,000,000, the free goods have gone up 
from less than 1,000,000 to very nearly 
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| 2,000,000, so that here the free goods 


have not done so well as the dutiable 
goods, and dutiable goods have, in spite 
of the daty which has been put upon 
them, succeeded in finding an entrance 
into Canada all the same. _I think we 
are entitled to ask the noble Marquess 
the Secretary of S:ate for Foreiga Aifairs 
what ac.ioa His Majesty’s Government 
will t2ke in regard to Denmark and 
Norway, countries to which British 
exports go on a less tariff than Canada 
gives us, 


I should like also to know whether 
His Majesty's Goverament have anything 


|to say with regard to the dumping of 


bounty-fed pig-iron. We are always 


'told that dumping is doing us so much 


harm. We find that bounty-fed pig-iron 
comes lito this country from Canada, 
and we should like to know if His 
Majesty's Government propose to use 
that famous loaded revolver on this 
oceasion. The lo ded revolver, { confess, 
is always an amusing metaphor to me, 
for this reason, that it seems io me so 
utterly charac.eristic of the econoinic 
views of the noble Marquess. Most 
people going into battle to-day would 
prefer a pom-pom or miuser rifle, and I 
venture to think the antiquity of the 
weapon chosen by the noble Marquess 
is a symbol of the an‘iquity of his 
economic views, 


There is one item of information 
given us by the noble Duke for which 
L should like to express my thanks. 
The Government have thrown over 
the idea that the Colonies have 
made us any offer, for the noble Duke 
said that they proposed at this Colonial 
Conference to find out wh« ther proposals 
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have been made. A good many of us 
have been wondering for some time what 
these proposals might be, and most of 
us were forced to the conclusion that 


this famous colonial offer was more like | 


a leap year proposal than anything else, 
that it was a proposal which came from 
the other side rather 
Colonies themselves, 


I will give the noble Duke one more 
instance of the effect of preference. In 
Australia the United Kingdom has 63 per 
cent. of the import trade; in Canada, in 
spite of the preference, the United King- 
dom has only 25 per cent. One would 
naturally have thought that the effect of 
a preferential tariff, if the views of the 


noble Duke were correct, would have been | 


that we should get a very much larger 
proportion of the import trade in the 
country which gave us ihe preference, 
but in spite of the preference we do a 
great deal worse in Canada than we do in 
colonies which do not give us a preference. 
As to the other point raised by Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh, with regard to the 
representatives who will be present, I 
should have been glad if the noble Duke 
could have assured us that there would 
be representatives of all the Colonies 


present at the conference whenever it is | 
Some of us are quite unable to) 


held. 
understand the attitude of His Majesty’s 
Government with regard to the Crown 
Colonies. [venture to say that it would 


be a great misfortune that people should | 
be allowed to think jn this country or in | 


the Colonies that in our opinion the 
Colonies are badly treated by the mother 
country in commercial matters. JT think 
that at the coming conference we night 
very well discuss a large number of 


matters on which our relations might be | 


improved, chiefly, [ think, in the direction 
of closer political relationship. We might 
make it easier for colonists to join our 
Navy, Army, and Civil Service; but if 


we go -into this conference as it is) 


suggested by His Majesty’s Government— 
a free and unfettered 
seems to me it will really be a conference 


in which our delegates, at any rate, will | 


be seriously hampered by the knowledge 
of what the feeling of the electorate of 
this country really is. If His Majesty’s 
Government still refuse to lay down con- 
ditions T should not be surprised if the 


Eurl Beauchamp. 
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Colonial Premiers seriously consider 
whether their presence will be of any use 
at all. Tf yon want a useful discussion 
| you must lay down some limits on which 
vour discussion must proceed. The 
Colonies have been used long enough by 
the Tariff Reform League as pawns in 
the political game. It is time that this 
was stopped, and that His Majesty’s 
Government explained their whole mind 
on the subject, not hiding their thoughts, 
but expressing them openly and straight- 
forwardly, 
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Viscount RIDLEY: My Lords, the 
Motion on the Paper is, as was said 
by the noble Lord who placed it there 
and who opened this debate, one de- 
signed by himself specially to be of a 
harmless character and definitely seeking 
for information. On the face of it it does 
not appear that there is anything par- 
ticularly mischievous or dangerous in 
that Motion, and I think a natural desire 
for information is one which very few in 
your Lordships’ House would wish to vote 
against; but, my Lords, the speech in 

| which it was introduced and the speech 
of the noble Earl who has just sat down 
seem to me to show the need of open 
conferences in this matter. It is pre- 
cisely to meet the countless difficulties 
which those two noble Lords see in the 
way of colonial federation that the 
most open of Colonial Conferences become 
necessary. From the point of view which 
I have always entertained in this matter, 
the Colonial Conference proposed by His 
Majesty’s Government is not a prime 
necessity. I and many others have 
entertained the view that the Colonies 
have taken action in this matter which 
it is now our turn to reciprocate, and to 
establish that principle, I for one, have 
never seen the need of a Colonial Confer- 
ence; but there are a number, both in 
your Lordships’ House and throughout 
‘the country, who do not share those 
views, who are anxious, as the noble 
farl who has just sat down and Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh are, to place difficul- 
ties in the way, who do not believe that 
the principles we believe in would be of 
good to this country, who hold that they 
could not be carried out without great 
| sacrifices on the part of the people of this 
/country, and who hold that those sacri- 


| fices would not be met by corresponding 


’ 
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advantages from the Colonies. Can any- 
thing be more clear than that the best 
way to meet those difficulties is to have 
the most open of conferences, on the’*most 
open of terms, 


Colonies (Proposed 


I confess that the speeches which have 
been delivered in support of the Motion 
have determined me to vote straight 
against it, not so much on the ground of 
what it contains but because I feel that 
those speeches show the need for ex- 
cluding limitation from the conference 
which it is proposed to assemble. One 
limitation has been made in the matter 
of this conference, which, in my humble 
opinion, is of a dangerous character. 1 
understand that 1t is proposed that not 
one general election but two should 
intervene between us and the solution of 
this question. {venture to think that the 
solution is of more pressing importance 
thin His Majesty’s Government by that 
decision would seem to intimate. I 
venture to think that there is a pressing 
need forsome closer federation with the 
Colonies, and that this dissolving view of 
general elections is one which is dangerous 
tothis country. [t would not be dangerous 
were it not, in my opinion, possible that 
the dissolving view of general elections 
ay involve a dissolving Empire, and 
when IT go on to consider the remarks 
made by the noble Duke in answer to 
Lord Balfour T am the more surprised at 
the action of His Majesty’s Government in 
placing this limitation,which I understand 
is practically the only limitation they 
have placed on this conference, For 
what was the argument of the noble 
Duke? His argument was that we had 
derived so great a benefit from colonial 
preference that His Majesty’s Government 
were determined to have an open con- 
ference on the subject. [i the noble 
luke, speaking on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, and voicing no doubt the matured 
convictions of the Government on this 
question, is convinced of the importance 
of colonial preference, is sure of the 
«dvantages which will flow from it, surely 
every year’s delay is a matter of possible 
danger to this country. 


After all, in this matter it is not merely 
a question where protectionists range 
themselves against free-traders, In this 
matter there are many who would be 
willing to make some alteration in our 
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| system if they thought they could thereby 

advance the course of free trade. I 
suppose it is difficult, if not useless, to 
appeal to those who are convinced free- 
traders, and who are afraid of altering their 
faith by one iota, but I would in all 
humility submit that it is possible that 
this paradox may be true, that the best 
way to advance free trade may be to 
change our system in the direction of 
protection. If your Lordships will allow 
me I will explain that paradox as it occurs 
to me. I cannot help noticing that other 
countries, as a matter of fact, enjoy 
under their syscem a larger area of free 
trade than we do. The area of free trade 
enjoyed by the United States of America 
is greater than that enjoyed by these 
islands. Similarly the area enjoyed by 
Germany or France is greater than the 
area which we enjoy, and in every case 
those great communities have arrived at 
a system of what is really free trade over 
a large area by a system which began with 
preference and ended in commercial 
federation, I think it would be difficult 
to approach this question if it were not 
for the hope that the end of colonial 
preference may be free trade within the 
Empire, and therefore to begin by a 
system of preferences, which the. noble 
Duke has shown to be a practical advan- 
tage to trade, may end in what I know 
to be the ambition of your Lordships— 
real free trade within the Empire. It 
is the only possible known way of 
vetting nearer to that end. 
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I would not for one moment compare 
British Empire or British Colonies to 
the colonial acquisitions of France or the 
the United States, but I think it is in- 
structive to observe that France in the 
case of Madagascar, and the United 
States in the case of Cuba, have both of 
them established preferential relations 
with their colony; that in the case of 
Madagascar the result was to treble the 
trade of Madagascar and incidentally to 
kill British trade with Madagascar, and 
that in the other case the trade of Cuba 
with the United States increased from 
44,000,000 dollars in the first six months 
of 1903 to 66,000,000 dollars in the first 
six months of 1904, preference with the 
United States having been established 
between those dates. I think those 
instances are instructive, and that we 
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who have far greater opportunities in 
our Colonies and dependencies might 
well adopt a mutual system in return 
for the advantages which have been 
given to us by the Colonies. 
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old ques ion, Where is the colonial offer ? 


This is hardly the moment to quibble | 


about the precise term. Iam prepared to 
stand on the actual deeds of the Colonies 
in granting us a preference ; I am content 
with the declaration on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government that that pre- 
ference has been of advantage to this 
country; and I will only add this, that 
I trust, now that we have this clear 
expression of opinion as to the value of 
preference, the noble Duke the Under- 
Secretary, and the right hon. Gentleman 
who presides over the Colonial Office, 
will not cease to urge the importance of 
the information which they possess and 
the views which they entertain in 
-regard to this question on the Govern- 
ment as a whole, and that the Govern- 
ment will enter upon this conference 
as free as may be, and, if possible, 
free from the one limitation to which 
I have taken objection. 


*Tue Eart or LYTTON: My Lords, 
in the beginning of his speech the noble 
Duke who answered on behalf of the 
Colonial Office declared that it was the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
to oppose the Motion moved by my 
noble friend Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
Now, my Lords, I must confess I have 
some difficulty in understanding the 
reasons which have induced His Majesty’s 
Government to come to this decisions 
and, moreover, to go to the length of 
issuing a three line Whip to their sup- 
porters to oppose this Motion. The 
Motion, as I read it, aflirms no policy to 
which the Government can take any 
exception; it lays down no principle 
which they would be prepared to dispute, 
and it contains no criticism of one item 
either of their present or of their future 
policy. It is not even an abstract dis- 
cussion of an ideal to wuich the noble 
Duke referred in his epeech and to which 
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we know the Government have very 


strong objection. Indeed, the most 

minute examiaation of the terms of this 

Motion can detect no meaning whatever 
Viscount Ridley, 
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except a modest request for the fullest 
possible information upon a subject of the 
most supreme importance to the country, 


I can only conclude that the reason 


| which has induced the Government to 
The noble Earl who spoke last asked the | 


oppose the Motion is that they have 
detected some plot hidden away amidst 
the words in which it is framed. If that 
indeed, is the case, I fear they have 
failen into an error similar to that which 


| was committed by a very distinguished 


foreign Admiral not long ago. My noble 
friend Lord Balfour of Burleigh is merely 
a peaceful trawler, fishing for informa- 
tion in the dark and deep waters of fiscal 
ambiguity, but His Majesty’s Govera- 
ment, after turning upon it the full glare 
of their official searchtights, seem to 
have discovered in this Motion some 
hostile demonstration which is thre sten- 
ing them with destruction. I do not 
believe that my noble friend had any 
unfriei.dly intentions whatever towards 
the Government in putting this Motion 


on the Paper; and although I agree w'th 


his Motion and should vote for it if it 
went to a division, 1 at any rate, in 
supporting that Motion, have no hostile 
intention whatever towards His Majesty’s 
Government. Indeed, although I have 
found it necessary in the past to ex- 
press dissent from several items in 
the fiscal policy of His Majesty’s 
Government, [ think I have found in 
this last item of their policy, in the 
matter of a Colonial Conference, one 
subject, at any rate, in which | can 
cordiaily agree with them. At the same 
time it does seem to me that the request 
of my noble friend for information on 
this subject is not altogether unreason- 
able, because as he has pointed out there 
are still several matters connected witli 
this policy of a conference which require 
further explanation. 


There are, in the first place, the 


points to which the noble Lord 
himself referred in his speech; in 
addition there are other difficulties 


connected with the fact that in June of 
next year an ordinary conference will in 
any case be summoned of represent itives 
of the various Colouies. It is in connec- 
tion with the summoning of that ordinary 
and normal conference that some of the 
difficulties in connection with this confer- 


ence arise. If there is to be an election 
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between now and June of next year, and | 
if by some happy chance the present | 
Government is again returned to power, | 
then I think the matter is quite clear. | 
It seems to be obvious that, in place of 
summoning the ordinary conference 

which will meet in any case, His Majesty’s 
Government, having reccived a mand ite 

from the country, would so augment the 

representation at that conference as to 

convert it into an extraordinary and 

plenipotentiary conference to discuss 

this question of the commercial relations 

between the diilerent portions of the 

Hmpire. So far there is no difficulty 

ahead. But suppose the present 

Government is still in office in June of 

next year. It is not altogether im- 

possible that that may be the case, for 

the Government has already remained in 

power much longer than noble Lords 

opposite ever hoped, and longer eveu 

than some of their supporters expected, 

and we have recently had the assurance 

of the President of the Local Government 

Board that the result of recent elections 

will not in any way influence the Govern- 

ment in appealing tothe country. ‘They 

intend, he told us, to remain in office so 

long as they received the support of the 

House of Commons. If the Government 

is in office in June of next year I should 

like to be informed whether it is 

their intention to postpone the meet- 

ing of the ordinary conference which 

would naturally take place until after the 

genera! election, or whether that confer- 

ence will meet in any case, and, if 

it meets, whether it will be free 

to discuss, unfettered and untrammelled, 

the whole question of the commercial 

relations of the different parts oi 

the Empire, and to come to some 

decision with regard to that point; 
and, if that be the case, whether another 

conference will be summoned immediately 

after the election to reconsider exactly 

the same subjects as the ordinary con- 

ference has already considered. 
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These points appear to me to be still 
somewhat ambiguous and to require 
further explanation; but if there is 
doubt on these points, one point, at 
any rate, I think, is abundantly clear, 
and that is that, whether there be an 
election before the conference or not, the | 
proposals of the conference, if there be 
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any, will not be placed before Parlia- 
ment until they have been submitted to 
the judgment of the electorate of this 
country. I hope there is no doubt upon 
The noble Marquess will 
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what I understood from the speeches of 
the Prime Minister, and it is what I under- 
stood again irom the speech of the noble 
Duke this afternoon. If that be true, my 
Lords, I would ask you to consider for 
one moment what it means. It means 
that no proposals will be submitted to 
the country or to Parliament until after 
the election which follows the conference. 
It is as well, I think, to emphasise the 
point that has been made clear with re- 
gard to that conference rather than points 
which are still in obscurity. This point, 
at any rate, seems to be one of very great 
importance. 


Apparently theve were two objects 
which the Prime Minister had in view 
when in his Edinburgh speech he declared 
it to be his intention to summon this 
Colonial Conference. The first was, I 
gather, to provide a rallying ground on 
which the contending sections of the 
Unionist Party might be able to unite; 
and, secondly, to promote the best 
interests of the British Empire. I will 
deal with the first and smaller of these 
objects first, and will ask how this pro- 
posal made by the Prime Minister at 
Edinburgh affects the Unionist Party in 
relation to the proposals put forward by 
Mr. Chamberlain. We have it clear, in 
the first place, as a result of this declara- 
tion that the Government have declined 
altogether to take upon themselves the 
responsibility of deci ling for or agvinst 
the question of preferential tariffs, and 
have refused themselves to formulate any 
proposals on the subject. That they 
have left to the conference. In the 
second place, it is clear that the confer- 
ence itself cannot be summoied uatil 
the Unionist Party is again victorious 
at the polls; and, finally, it will be 
the proposals of that conterence and 
no oiher which will be submitted to the 
country for its decision, provided always 
thit the conference adopts any proposal. 
That is to say, my Lords, if [ understand 
it aright, that the proposals pat forward 
by Mr. Chamberlain wiil never be sub- 
mitted to the country a> all unless by 
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chance they happen to coincide with the 


decision arrived at by the conference. | 


At any rate the 2 per cent. duty on corn 
and the 10 per cent. duty on manufactures 
disappear altogether for the present, and 
their place is taken by some proposuls 
which inay or may not be made at a 
conference which is to assemble some 
time in the distant future. Surely if 
that means anything it means this—that 
“the Question is that the Question be 
not now put.” Nor will it be put in the 
next Parliament nor in the Parliament 
after the next. Tndeed, one is inclined 
to ask with Mr. Chamberlain how long it 
isall going to take. When the time 
comes at which the Question will be put, 
we do not know who will form the 
Government or who will form the House 
of Commons that will have to decide 
upon it. The whole question is relegated 
to the dim and distant future, and I 
voticed that the noble Viscount who 
poke las* did not find very great satisfac- 
tion in this indefinite postponement of 
the question. Unlike the noble Vis- 
count it is precisely on that account 
that I support the Prime Minister’s 
proposal. 


fT now come to the second point—the 
mierests of the Empire. This shelving 
of the whole question of preference was 
put forward not only in the interest of 
ihe Unionist Party, but in the interest of 
the Empire itself. The noble Marquess 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
speaking in your Lordships’ House on 
July 22ad of last year, used these words— 

“T confess Ido not see anything pusillani- 
mous in a refusal to be hurried into a decision 
on questions so momentous. This is a tremend- 
ous problem. If I may use a homely simile 
we are asked to ride at a fence a fall over which 
might break every bone in the body of the 


. . ” 
Empire. 


But, my Lords, since the Edinburgh 
speech there have been sect up not one 
fence but many fences, indeed, we now 
have a regular Grand National, or I might 
almost say Grand Tmperial steeplechase, a 
fall over any one of the fences of which 
might break all the bones in the body of 
the British Empire. In the first place, 
there is the next general election, a not 
inconsiderable obstacle to be surpasssed ; 
then there is the conference itself at which 
all the difficulties which have been put 
forward in your Lordships’ House to-night, 


Lhe Earl of Lytton. 
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and which have been discussed up 


and down the country for the 
past three years, will have to be thrashed 
out again. The representatives of the 
different parts of the Empire will have to 
find a means of reconciling all the diver- 
gent interestsconcerned. They will have 
to ascertain whether it is possible to arrive 
at a convenient preferential system 
without the taxation of raw material, and 
one which, if suited to the Colonies, will 
also be suited to our Empire of India as 
well as to the United Kingdom. And, 
finally, after these two fences have been 
successfully cleared, there remains the 
final election at which the decision of the 
conference is to be put, not only to the 
people of this country but, if I understand 
aright, to the electorates in each one of the 
self-governing Colonies. Here are three 
fences at any rate, a fall over any one of 
which might break all the bones in the 
body of the British Empire. If that were 
true, my Lords, I do not think there is 
an insurance company in the world who 
would take the risk, and we might look 
upon the bones of the British Empire as 
already dvomed to be broken. But the 
fact 1s, fortunately, that the British Em- 
pire is safer than the noble Marquess woulds 
have us believe. Whatever may happen 
at the different stages in this steeplechase, 
whatever may be the final solution arrived 
at by the conference, it is tolerably cer- 
tain that the British Empire will not 
break up by a single vote of the elec- 
torate in any one of its component parts. 


{ would like to refer for one moment 
to a point which was emphasised in the 
speech of the noble Duke. He laid great 
stress on the importance of commercial 
union between different parts of the Em- 
pire and on the need for a further 
extension of the system of preference. 
It is quite true that trade is a very 
powerful binding force between nations, 
and perhaps the strongest force which can 
bind one nation to another. That I do 
not dispate for one moment; nor do I 
dispute the value of the preference already 
given by Canada and other countries to 
the mother country; but if trade is to 
be binding between one country and 
another, that trade must be a free and 
natural trade and not an artificial trade. 
i would ask your Lordships to note the 
diiference between the operation of the 
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two. In the case of natural trade 
all the bargaining is done between private 
inlividuals, but all the advantage of 
those different transactions is reiped by 
the nation itself ; but under a preferential | r 
system such as we are asked to est xblish 
all the bargaining would be done by the 
Government and all the advantage and | 
profit would be reaped by individual 
tralers. Further than that, in any sys- 
tem of private bargaining cach individual 


seeks to obtain for himself every possible | 
advantage, the buyer buysthat which he | 
needs the most, the seller sells that which | 


it is most profitable for him to sell, but 
under this preferential arrangement each 
partner to the bargain would be asked to 
do that which he considers both dis- 
advantageous to himself as 
theoretically foolish. Protectionistcolonies 


would be asked to give up their system | 


of protection which they consiler to be 


necessary to their prosperity, and we in | 


this country would be asked to abandon 
that sy-tem of free trade which is in- 


grained already in the traditions of this | 


country, and with which we 
most reluctant to part. That is why we 
holt that, though a commercial union if | 
b sed on free and natural trade may bs 
JOO i 
bound to do harm. 


It is only by a fearless assertion of the 


individual needs of different parts of the 


Empire that we can learn to umleistand | 
each other properly 


ein advance to afurther stage of consoli- | 


dation much time must pass by and con- 
siderable pati®ace must be expended. 
But the British Himpire is strong to-day. 
The ties which bind it are powerful ones, 
and if that is true we owe it not a little to 
the exertions of Mr. Chamberlai. himself | 
and to the work which he accomplished | 
at the Colonial Office between 1895 and 
1903. I cannot comment upon that at 
any length without straying too far from 
the Motion which we are discussing, but | 
I would ask your Lordships, whatever 
you may think ‘ot Mr. Chamberlain to-d: ay, 
not to forget the services which he has 
rendered to the Empire in the past, and 


whether you agree now or not with the | s 


preference proposils which h2 has put 


forward, to remember that during the | 
years which he passed at the head of the 


Colonial Office he did devote his great 
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ability and great energy to the cause of 
Imperial unity. Throughout that time 
Mr. Chamberlain appealed to the highest 
instincts and best traditions of the British 
race all over the world; and in the name 
of their common race, in remembrance of 
their common past, and in anticipation of 
that future which might yet be theirs, he 
‘appealed to them to put aside all other 
| cousiderations and to set to work upon 
‘the task of consolidation with united 
effort and ia a spirit of mutual self- 
sacrifice. His words and work alike 
helped to bring together many scattered 
|and divergent elements, so that their 
|very variety made for uniformity, 
and the patriotism with which he en- 
deavoured to inspire them wrought bene- 
fit as well as credit tothemselves. These 
| were the ideals to which he appealed, 
these were the sentiments which he en- 
| deavoured to evoke, this was the work 
Prise I think he accomplished; but, 
| though we remember all this, it does not 
| prevent us from noticing also a very differ- 
| 
| 
| 
@ | 





ent tone, and a new and jarring note, in 
the speeches which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has mide ever since he coupled the 
cause of tariff reform with the caus: of 
| Imperial unity. 
| The passions which he now endeavours 
| to invoke are no longer worthy of the 
| great cause which he has at heart. In- 
‘stead of goading his fellow-countrymen 
into further effort ho is for ever applying f 
the balm of self-pity and s-ekns 
tO arouse in sees a sense of iajury 
‘for which there is no justification. 
Trade he no longer represents as a trans- 
action of mut ext benefit to all th> parties 
engagel init; he refers to it rather as an 
act of agzression or plunier. He tells 
us that foreigners are invading our 
marksis when they sell us somthing of 
which we have need. The Colonies are 
deseribed as coming to our assistance 
| when they buy irom us something which 
| they require themselves. Our in dustries 
| are said to be in decay, everywhere it is 
| failure to which he appeals rather than 
| success ; grievances and complaints are 
| encouraged rather than heroism and self- 
sacrifice. The result is that the whole of 
tuis controversy is not only demoralising 
to the people of the United Kingdom but 
it is also detrimental to a right un derstand- 
ing of our uporial relations. The Colonies, 
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ance to be mixed up in our fiscal contro- 
versy. They are greatly to be com- 
mended for the reticent and dignified 
attitude which all through they have 
adopted, but the result of that reticence 
is to set up a not very seemly dispute in 
this country about what they have 
offered or will offer, and what we will or 
will not give them in certain contin- 
gencies. It is with the object of 
putting an end to such disputes and 
of placing our Imperial relations on 
an altogether higher footing that I 
welcome the proposal of His Majesty’s 
tovernment to summon an Imperial 
Conference. As I understind it, it im- 
plies a determination on their part to 
raise the whole question of Imperial 
consolidation out of the arena of mere 
Party dispute, and to refer it to an 
assembly of representatives from all 
the different parts of the Empire, there 
to be discussed freely and openly from 
the points of view of all concerned. 
Whether I understand that policy aright, 
whether I understand the intentions of 
the Government, and the result which 
their policy will heve, I respectfully ask 
the noble Marquess the Foreign Secretary 
to make them perfectly clear to this 
House, and through this House to the 
country. 


THe EarL or CREWE: My Lords, 
however noble Lords opposite may regi rd 
the action of my noble friend Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh in placing this 
Motion on the Paper, I cen assure the 
House that on these benches we are 
heartily grateful to him for having done 
so. I conceive that there never has 
been, at any rate within recent years, any 
subject of controversy in this country 
about which there has been so much loose 
thinking, and, consequently, so much 
random talking, as there has been on this 
fiscal question, very largely due, as we 
think, to the economy—using the word, 
of course, in its controversial sense— 
which has been exercised by ihe Prime 
Minister in his observations on this 
question, In the early debate on this 
fiscal question the noble Viscount 
opposite, Lord Goschen, used a phrase 
which has become elmost historical, when 
he spoke of Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal 
as representing a gamble with the food 
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I think, have shown avery proper reluct- | of the people, and what we on this side 
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ot the House fear is that this proposition 
for a conference, unless much more 
closely explained than it has been by the 
noble Duke, represents something like a 
gamble with our Imperial ties and with 
the relations existing between the 
Colonies, the Indian Empire, and our- 
selves, 


lithis proposed conference were to be 
of an ordinary character, I conceive that 
it would be necessary that the dele- 
gates or representatives of the different 
parties to the conference should arrive 
with definite views and — definite 
instructions upon the subjects of 
discussion, It must be assumed by 
everybody that in a conference oi this 
kind the representatives of the Colonies, 
and, I suppose, of the Crown Colonies 
and dependencies, will so arrive, furnished 
with distinct and definite views of what 
they require, IT should have thought it 
must necessarily follow that whoever 
represents this country at the conference 
must be similarly supplied. The question 
of the views likely to be held by the 
representative of this country would, 
under certain circumstances, be a very 
simple one, If the representative was 
one of my noble friends behind me or 
some right hon. Gentleman who sits on 
the Front Opposition Bench in another 
place, it is pretty clear in general terms 
what his views would be; but if, and, 
of course, it is conceivable, the repre- 
sentative at such a conference were to be 
a member of the Party opposite, a mem- 
ber of His Majesty’s present Ad- 
ministration, we do not know in the 
slightest degree with what views on this 
important question of the taxation of 
food he would go into the conference, and 
it is surely necessary for the Government 
under these circumstances to give the 
House and the country some indication 
of the views with which, supposing they 
were returned to power after a general! 
election, they would go into the con- 


ference and what instructions they 
would give their representative. I must 
remind the House that if the repre- 


sentative of this country is the only 
person who goes into this conference 
with a perfectly open mind his position 
is no longer that of a member of the con- 
ference; his position becomes judicial, 
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and it seems to me a most singular effort 
of Imperialism that the Colonies should 
be invited to come here to represent 
their views before such a tribunal. It 
seems to me to stand to reason that our 
representative must be furnished with 
distinct views or instructions, or he will 
be an absolutely impartial person in the 
position of a Judge between the different 
interests involved, and it seems to mea 
very singular form of Imperialism to 
suggest that the Colonies should subject 
themselves to a supervision of that kind 
instead of being asked to take an equal 
part in the conference such as we 
naturally should suppose they would be 
invited to take. 
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Vr. Chamberlain’s view in this matter 
is perfectly clear and well known, He 
assumes that the representatives of 
the Colonies will arrive furnished with 
certain definite proposals which will 
be discussed in the course of the 
conference, and he assumes that it 
would be the right thing for the 
representative of this country to accept 
tho-e terms if it can be shown that on 
the balance this country does not suffer a 
national disadvantage; that is to say, 
the Colonies reduce certain duties in our 
favour, we put on certain other duties 
which must be, apparently, on food, and 
the balance is struck between the different 
pirts of the Empire. On that [ should 
just like to say this, that in the first 
place [do not believe it is possible that 
such a bargain could be struck at all, but, 
even if it could, it seems to me to involve 
confusion between a nation and the 
individuals who compose that nation in 
this particular matter. We are con- 
tinuallv being taunted with being hide- 
bound political economists who deal with 
this question in a cold blooded fashion, 
on principles derived from economic text- 
books; but that is exactly the charge 
which in this particular instance [ should 
bring against Mr. Chamberlain and those 
who agree with him. They seem to 
argue that if on a balance you can show 
that this country is not suffering by a 
preference of this kind that you have 
done enough. I think, my Lords, that 
that cannot be maintained. I think that 
When you come to taxing the food of 
very poor people you leave the region of 
political economy and enter that of 
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political ethics, and I frankly say that, so 
far as I personally am concerned, I am 
not capable of conceiving any preferential 
offer which could be made by the Colonies 
which in my view would justify the 
placing of a tax upon corn, 


Something was said by the noble Duke 
and by other speakers as to the actual 
offers which had been made, or may be 
made, by the different Colonies in favour 
of this country. The noble Earl behind 
me (Lord Beauchamp) dealt very fully 
with Canada, but I should say, speaking 
generally, that it is not true that the 
Canadian preference has diverted any 
substantial body of trade to the United 
Kingdom from other quarters. Whether 
it has prevented a further loss of trade is 
a matter which is purely hypothetical, 
and upon which, therefore, anybody may 
hold any opinion he chooses. But, 
curiously enough, and [ am glad to think it, 
this preference did bring two very distinct 


advantages to Canada itself. In the 
first place, although I suppose a 
thoroughbred tariff reformer would 


scarcely admit it to be an advantage, it 
did to some extent cheapen certain 
commodities to the Canadian consumer ; 
and, in the second place, it has been 
said. and I beleve it to be quite true, 
that it reaciel in this country to the 
alvantage of the Canadian trader by 
causing a discrimination here between 
products coming from Canada and from 
the United States. Formerly, every- 
thing which came across the Atlantic 
was considered to be American, but of 
late years a very marked distinction has 
grown up between Canadian and 
American produce, and there has been a 
distinct tendency, where the article was 
equally good. to prefer the Canad‘an 
product. Therefore the C.xnadian 
preference, like merey, blessed both him 
who gave and him who took, and in this 
particular instance I am not sure that it 
did not bless the one who gave most of 
the two. 


As regards the future in Canada, 
speaking generally so far as our three 
greitest trades are concerned, it 1s 
notor.ous that within a few vears Canada 
is very much more likely to supply us, 
not only with crude iron, but with 
finshed iron, than ‘we are to supply 








1199 


Canada, and therefore it does not seem 
that Canada can do much for us in the 
wey of preference with regard to iron. 
As regards cotton, Lancashire has not got 
very much to fear from any competition 
in cotton; and in the woollen trade the 
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one thing we do know about Canadian. 


preference is that British textiles will 
not be admitted into Canada if they 
interfere with the Caradiaw manufacture 
of those goods. As regards Australia, 
it seems again as though the poss:bilities 
were not very large. In considering 


Australia you must remember that 
various things which rank as raw 


miteria! there would not be regarded 
here as raw material at all. Wire 
fencing, agricultural machinery, and such 
things as that are placed on the free list 


in Australia, hecause they are the raw, 


material of the great industry of that 
country, and it is just in those particuler 
articles that the United States have of 
late years gained the most ground over 
us, and, consequently, if you come to 
bargaining with Ausiralia you will not 
find that you will be able to get any 
preference on those articles because they 
are alrcady placed in the free list. 


Tle neble Duke mentions South 
Afrca, and I should be very much 
obliged if he or some other member 
of the Government would state what 
form a South African preference is to 
take so far as this country is concerned. 
South Airica has given us a certain pre- 
ference, but I have not heard it suggested 
how, without taxing raw materials, any 
preference can be given to South Africa 
in return. On the question of raw 
miterial I should just like to say this, 
that it seems sometimes to be rather airily 
a:sumed that the taxation ofraw material 
will not be considered by the conference 
when it is held; but Mr. Chamberlain 
said across the floor of the House of 
Commons that that was not so, and that 
the question of the taxation of raw 
material would be open to consideration 
by the conference just as any other part 
of the fiscal question. If you begin with 
the taxing of food the time will come 
when you will be told that on Imperial 
grounds it is absolutely necessary to tax 
raw material. The noble Duke, in almost 
thrilling tones, told us that he hoped the 


day would come when in response to our , 
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action in this matter the various Colonies, 
being no longer in need of so much revenue 
in the form of duties, would take the 
opportunity of reducing those duties stil] 
further in our favour; and the noble 
Viscount opposite (Lord Ridley), from 
whom I certainly did not expect such an 
observation, because 1 frankly believed 
that as head of the Tariff Reform League 
he was @ protectionist, held out hopes 
that these preferences might be the be- 
ginning of a reign of free trade within 
the Empire. That seems to me, I confess, 
a very wild and uncertain forecast. If I 
did forecast what would be likely to 
happen my forecast would be of an 
entirely different character. 


I believe that once this country had 
tasted the blood of protection it would 
go on increasing its tariffs, and I believe, 
furthermore, that it would not be content 
with placing duiies upon goods from 
foreign countries alone. The final result 
would, I believe, be that you would have 
an all-round tariff of considerable magni- 
tude ogainst foreign countries and a 
smaller preferential tariff against colonial 
goods in cases where they coinpeted with 
industries or products at home. The 
whole question seems to me to come to 
this, that in this Colonial Conference 
as proposed—this ad hoc conference —we 
see something in the nature of a trap, 
and, if I may adopt the words of the 
Prime Minister which he used in another 
connection in another place, I wou'd 
say people are perfectly right to lay the 
trap, but we have alvo a perfect right to 
keep out of it if we can. The trap 
appears to me to be this, that what Mr. 
Chamberlain and his friends calculate 1s 
that if this conference is held they will 
then be able to go round the country 
saying, “After inviting all these dis- 
tinguished gentlemen here to discuss 
this matter vou cannot in decency send 
them empty away, as that might 
endunger the relations between this 
country and the Colonies.” 

That is a reason, in my opinion, for a 
frank avowal at once that, so far as cin 
be judged, this country is not prepard 
even to discuss the question of taxing 
food. It is merely a waste of time and 
almost, I take it, an insult to the 
Colonies to invite them to a discuss.on 
which includes taxation of food, when it 
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is quite certain that the country will not | 
grant that taxation of food. When you) 
come to discussing anything in a general | 
conference held not ad hoc but in the 
ordinary way, I certainly should be very | 
far from saying that if any member of | 
that conference desired to raise any | 
question whatever he should not be at 
liberty to do so; but that is a totally | 
different matter from inviting representa- 
tives from all parts of the Empire for a 
specia! purpose to discuss this fiscal 
question alone, and then, #s I say, | 
laving ourselves open to the very obvious 
retort that it would have been very much | 
better to have told these gentlemen 
belore they came that there was one side | 
of the question which we did not co.isider 
open for discussion at all. I do not for 
a moment believe that our attitude, if 
we were now to declare it, would be in 
the slightest degree misunderstood by 
the Colonies. They have never shown 
any signs of desiring to force a 
preferential policy upon us; still less 
have they shown any signs of a desire 
that we should tax food. On the con- 
trary, they have, almost ostentatiously, | 
explained that they consider it a matter 
for the inhabitants of these islands to 
decide for themselves. The opinion in 
this country being so certain as it is, it | 
would be an infinitely more manly | 
and generous course to te!l the Colonies | 
that that opinion cannot admit of | 
the taxation of food, and that, so far as | 
colonial preference depends on the taxa- 
tion of corn and other articles of food, 
it is useless to consider it. T sincerely 
hope that my noble friend will press his 
Motion to a division. 
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Tus LORD CHANCELLOR or 1RE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBouRNE): My Lords, I 
have listened with attention to what has 
fallen from the noble Earl who has just 
sit down and who has stated the stand- 
point of the Opposition with more frank- 
ness than [ have noticed in any of the 
previous speeches. Up to the present, 
the line taken has been that no one 
objects to a Colonial Conference, but the 
noble Earl takes a franker way. He 
says that he regards this suggestion of a 
conference as a trap to be avoided, and 
that he would therefore vote for the 
Motion now before the House with a 
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view to making difficulties and inter- 
posing obstacles in the way of the holding 
of the conference. The fiscal question 
at large is not for discussion to-night, 
although noble Lords have taken the 
opportunity to mske various dives into 
it from their point of view. I put to 


_your Lordships this one broad question. 


Surely it is better, if a conference is 
desired, to let it be a frank and free 
conference. The great and representative 
men who will attend the conference 
should be free to consider the question 
and to express their sentiments subject 
to the responsibility which they owe to 
Everyone 
expresses himself in favour of strengthen- 
ing the bonds that connect our great 


| Colonies to the mother country; every- 
one expresses delight and admiration at 
the way those bonds were strengthened 


by the great aid received by the mother 


| country during the war in South Africa ; 


yet doubts are now thrown on the atti- 
tude of the Colonies towards the mother 
country in the matter of trade. Surely 
it is wise and reasonable that the repre- 
sentatives of the great Colonies should 
meet and frankly interchange opinions 
unfettered and unsuspected, and not 
regarded as men entering into a trap. 


Tue Earn or CREWE: I 


never 


| hinted for a moment that the colonial 


representatives were laying a trap. It 
is the noble and learned Lord and his 
triends who are doing that. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: That is only 
playing with the expression. The people 
who would come here as representatives 
of the Colonies are not simpletons: they 
are the greatest statesmen the Colonies 
have produced ; and surely those men 
when they come over should be free to 
consider the question and to express their 
sentiments unfettered. It is a matter for 
congratulation that the ties of affection, 
sympathy, and blood which link together 
the component parts of this great Empire 
should be so strong; but if an additional 
tie can be found by the honest inter- 
change of frank opinion, surely everyone 
should welcome it. My noble friend the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
pointed out circumstances that go to 
show that this country has gained by 
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what has taken place through the vo'un- 
tary action of Canada. That, however, 
was called in question by Earl Beau- 
champ. I will not attempt to prejudge 
this question; but, if commercial arrange- 
ments can be made advantageous both to 
the Colonies and to this country, it would 
be madness and not statesmanship to 
interpose any obstacle in the way of them. 
Why are noble Lords opposite afraid of 
discussion and the free interchange of 
views ! Why do they try to hamper and 
fetter discussion? The question before 
the House is not the fiseal question but 
the narrow question of whether the con- 
ference should be useful and free or bound 
and muzzled. 


Lord BURGHCLERE: My Lords, we 
have had an interesting debate this 
evening in which noble Lords have set 
before us, as the noble and learned Lord 
who has just sat down ha: done, in terms 
of eloquence, matters affecting our great 
Empire. We have also heard the advan- 
tages which we would derive from a 
system of preferential tariffs sketche | out 
by the noble Duke the Under-Secretary. 
It will be my brief task to recall your Lord- 
ships to what is the real question which 
we are debating thisevening. No Answer 
whatever has been given to the specific 
Questions asked by Lord Balfour. The 
noble Duke the Under-Secretary in- 
formed us that all the Questions which 
my noble friend had put on _ the 
Paper had already been complied with 
by His Majesty’s Government. Tf that 
is a fact, why does not the Government 
accept this Resolution? They have, on 
the contrary, issued a Whip to their 
supporters, and from the speeches which 
have been made by responsible Ministers 
it is obvious that thev are going to 
oppose the Motion. Everyone on this 
side of the House, at any rate, heartily 
welcomed the Motion which Lord Balfour 
moved, because, if the questions in it 
were answered, the fiscal air would be 
cleared, and Ministers would be able to 
appeal to the constituencies ‘ whether 
this idea of fiscal union is one which 
commends itself to us.’ That was 
what Mr. Balfour put forward at Edin- 
burgh as practically the terms of refer- 
What 


ence to the proposed conference. 


we want to know is what is the official 


Lord Ashbourne. 


{LORDS} 
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position of His Majesty’s Government as 
regards this proposed conference ? Is it 
to be aconference ad hoc—a conference 
simply for the purpose of find ng out, 
as Mr. Balfour proposed, whether this 
idea of fiscal union is one which com- 
mends itself to us, or is it to b: ‘the 
premeditated and usual : 
concerned with all the affairs of the 
Empire, and with this issue of prefer- 
ential tariffs thrown in as a_ sort of 
bonne-bo iche ? 


conference’ 


T will not weary your Lordships by 
quoting long passages from the speech 
of the Prime Minister at Ediiburgh, but 
I think there is no doubt that at that 
time Mr. Balfour intended it to be an 
ad hoc conference ; it was to be, moreover, 
a conference which would require a 
general election preceding it and a 
general election following it. The first 
general election was to sanction the 
proposed confereiice which was to deter- 
mine whether this idea of fiscal union 
commended itself to the Colonies and 
ourselves or not, and the second 
general election was to appeal to the 
electorates of the self-governing Colonies 
and of this country as to any scheme 
which might b? hammered out by the 
conference. ‘Those are not my words, 
but the words which the Prime 
Minister himself used at Edinburgh last 
year. This proposition was confirmed 
by the noble Dake’s chief, Mr. Secretary 
Lyttelton. Mr. Lyttelton went to 
Glasgow to speak on behalf of the Prime 
Minister who was then unwell, and in 
his speech at Glasgow in December, 
1904, he undoubtedly confirmed the 
view that Mr. Balfour had put forward 
previously in Edinburgh. He also, 
as I re.d his speech, brought forward the 
doctrine of two general elections being 
absolutely necessary, the first one to 
enable the representatives of (reat 
Britain to go into the conference armed 
with the vuthority of the people. That 
was the first general election. The 
second one was, of course, in order to 
refer to the electorates of this couatry 
and the self-governing Colonies the plan 
hammered out at the conference, and 
this was to be done before the Govern- 
ment could bring in their scheme of pre- 
ferential tariffs. But previous to this a 
deputation waited on the Prime Minister 
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at the Foreign Office with regard to [m- 
perial defence, and the statement of the 


Prime Minister on that occasion seemed to | 
It | 


make the conference rather wider. 
was to cover other matters, because he 
stated on that occasion that it would be 
improper that any such conference should 
be prevented from discussing anything 
connected with the clo‘er union of the 
Empire. Therefore, it would seem that 
after the meeting at the Foreign Office 
the views of the Prime Minister, and, 
presumably, of the Government, were 
rather enlarged. It was not to be an ad 
hoc conference, but a conference which 
was to determine any other matters that 
might naturally come before such a dis- 
tinguished body. 


Mr. Secretary Lyttelton at Glasgow 
stated—and this is an important point, 
in my judgment—that the conference 
would be the same conference which had 
been already determined upon by the 
previous Colonial Conference in 1902. 
Your Lordships are aware that at that 
conference a Resolution was passed that 
there should be another conference held 
in 1906, and, as [ understand Mr, 
Lyttelton, it is that conference to 
which both he and the Prime Minister 
were alluding as the one in which pre- 
ferential tariffs were to be discussed. It 
is because we have up to this moment re- 
ceived no reply from Ministers opposite 
that I am obliged to put this case so 
laboriously before the House. My inter- 
pretation of the official position is this, 
that the conference is to be the con- 
ference which had already been de- 
termined upon, plus a reference to pre- 
ferential tariffs. If that is the case, in- 
cidentally we are led to perceive clearly a 
subject which has been much thought of 
and much debated in the country and in 
Parliament. Your Lordships will obs+rve 
that this conference is to be preceded by 
ag:neral election, and if the conference 
is to be the ordinary conference of 1906, 
we have now for the first time arrived at 


what are the limits of the present Parlia- | 


ment, for before the conference of 1906 
meets there must be a general election. 
Therefore it is quite obvious that if the 
conference is held in May, June, or July 
of next year there must be a general 
election some time before that date. I 


should like to know from His Majesty’s | 
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| Government whethor that is the fact or 


not, and whether my interpretation of 
the declarations of Ministers 1s right. 


There is another point which has already 
been referred to to-night but which 
is undoubtedly of primary importance. 
Th» conference, we have been told by the 
Prime Minister and by other distinguished 
members of His Majesty’s Government, 
is to be fres and unfettered. Do-s that 
mean that representatives are to attend 
it with open minds and that they may 
come out of th» conference free-traders 
or protecticnists? Speaking from my 
exp*rience both in Parliament and o1 
platforms in the country I think it wou'd 
be very difficult to fiad a man of an open 
mind on this fiscal question after all the 
controversy there has been. But the 
opinions of many of the representatives of 
the Colonies are known; they have been 
expressed by resolution and by speeches. 
Som» reference has been made to this 
matter by my noble friend Lord Beau- 
champ. The Legislature of Manitoba also 
passed a Resolution in which they said— 

“This House strongly commends and endorses 
the policy advocated by Mr. Chamberlain.” 

Yes, but there was a rider put forward 
to this original proposition, and in my 
humble judgment that rider stated what 
the policy of preferential tariffs is accor 1- 
ing to the late Colonel Secretary better 
than the very vague words of the pro- 
position. The rider declared that the 
people of Canada should be prepared to 
make such further substantial reductions 
in the Canadian tariff against British 
goods as should ensure British manu- 
facturers an enlarged market in Canada 
in return for a preference by Great 
Britain on Canadian p oducts. That, I 
think, represents the ideas of tar:ff re- 
formers; but what happened to that 
unfortunate rider? [It was defeated in 
the Legislature by twenty-eight votes to 
nine, and therefore it is obvious that it is 
not the intention of these representatives 
of Canada, at any rate, to give to British 
goods in return for preferential tariffs an 
enlarged market in Canada. 


Then I turn to Australia. What is 
the opinion of Australia with regard to 
preferential tariffs? In the Common- 
wealth Parlia nent the Prim? Minister, 
Mr. Deakin, questioned with regard to 
that much disputed question of an offer, 
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Mr. Chamberlain referred to Canada and 
South Africa. 

“Tf the allusion was meant to refer to any- 
thing else” (said Mr. Deakin) “it must have | 
been to the Resolution passed at the Confer- 
ence of Colonial Premiers in London in 1902 
in favour of preferential trade.” 


He was then interrupted by the Leader 
of the Opposition who said— 

“That conference did not represent the views 
of Australia but of seven gentlemen.” 

And then comes the pith of the matter. 
There was another interruption by a 
member of the Commonwealth Par- 
liament who asked— 

“Is there any danger of the tariff being 
reduced in favour of the home country ?” 

And the Prime Minister replied— 

“If there is any such danger it will come 
from my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition.” 

So that the official opinion of the 
Government of the Australian Common- 
wealth is that there is no danger of the 
Australian tariff being reduced in favour 
of the home country. ‘These are the 
opinions of a gentleman who you are 
going to summon to your conference. 
These representatives are very impor- 
tant statesmen in their own country. 
Their opinions are well known. The 
opinions of right hon. Gentleman and 
noble Lords in opposition are well known. 
What we want to know is, what are 
the opinions of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ? 


Perhaps I may be allowed to refer 
for a moment to the opinion of New 
Zealand as expressed by no less an 
Imperialist than Mr. Seddon, the Prime 
Minister. Speaking in the summer of 
last year, in recommending Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s scheme, he said— 

“This course would not increase imports 
from the mother country and would check 
imports from alien countries.” 

So this dream of the tariff reformers 
falls to the ground, and in the case of 
New Zealand, where we were to!d to look 
for largely-increased trade, we are in- 
formed by Mr. Seddon that the imports 
from the mother country will not be 


increased to the slightest degree. Then | 
what is the use of a conference for the | 
purpose of gathering the opinion of the | 
Colonies when thet opinion has been | 


Lord Burghclere. 


{LORDS} 
which I will not go into, said he thought | 


_ view. 
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alecady declared by their responsible 
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statesmen. I am myself in favour of 
Colonial Conferences. The noble and 
learned Lord the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland rather twitted my noble friend 


Lord Crewe with being, I suppose, a Little 


Englander because he said that this 
conference would be a trap. As I under. 
stood my noble friend, he thought it 
would be a trap for the colonial repre- 
sentatives unless we informed the Colonies 
that the people of this country absolutely 
refused to have taxes put upon their 
food. On great Imperial subjects where 
agreement would conduce to strength of 
union a conference may well be useful, 
but there must be no false impression 
at the outset; the colonists must not 
be led to suppose that the people of 
Great Britain would accept food taxes. 
Without this clear understanding a 
conference would be a danger and a 
snare, and friction might be created that 
would take many years to allay. 


The debate was suspended from hall- 
past Seven until Nine of the clock, 


On the resumption of the debate. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, this Resolution seems to me 
one which, although apparently the 
Government ure not prepared to acquiesce 
in fit, is nevertheless not unreasonable, 
because this House and the country 
should ask for information. We were 
told by two or three speakers on the 
side of the Government that, as I 
gathered, the objection to the Motion 
was that it was essential that the con- 
ference, when it takes place between the 
representatives of this country and the 
representatives of the Colonies, should 
be an open conference. The noble Lord 
the Lord Chancellor of Treland said 
with emphasis: “Let it be a frark 
and a free conference.’ I think, my 
Lords, that any conference ought to be a 
frank and a free conference, that is to 
say, that the persons who meet round the 
table to discuss questions should be free 
to discuss them from their own point of 
But does anyone suppose for a 
minute that the fact that a conference 
is frank and free in any way prevents 
the giving of instructions to the repre- 
sentatives as to the lines they should 
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take. It is obvious that every colony 
when they send a leading and important 
man to speak on their behalf will give 
their representative instructions as to the 
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lines he should take, what concessions, if. 
any, they are prepared to make, and on 


what points he is to remain firm. Is it 
to be supposed that this country is to 
send its representatives without any 
instructions, and without knowing what 
they will say, or what their point of view 
willbe. The prin«ipals in this conference 
are not the persons who actend and 
speak ; the Secretary for the Colonies will 
not be @ principal, nor the Cabinet, nor 
the present Parliament; the principals 
are the people of the United Kingdom 
whose interests are involved. That, I 
think, was admitted by Mr. Balfour in 
tlie early stages of this discussion. 


T shall not follow the noble Lord the 
Earl of Crewe who tried to track Mr. 
Balfour’s various utterances and to find 
shades of difference between the earlier 
and the later speeches, No doubt as an 
exercise of dialectics that might be done if 
we cared to spend our time upon it. At 
any rate, in the more studied and careful 
expositions of his policy we had, what [ 
think is obvious, a declaration that be- 
fore any effectual conference would be 
held with the Colonies, the country shall 
be consulted, and its views expressed 
through an election of a Parliament, and 
then no doubt the Government, whatever 
it might be, would bave what people are 
pleased to call a mandate. Mr. Balfour 
lias, during the whole discussion on fiscal 
policy, emphasised the fact thas nothing 
should be done until the country has ex- 
pressed an opinion and given a lead to 
those who are to speak on its behalf. Yet 
we are told that the Government is not 
prepared to indicate to us on what lines 
they will instruct their representatives to 


speak in this conference. I feel, my Lords, St uu . ‘ ; 
| which rejoices in this preferential and 


| differential treatment, and would make 


that you are not ouly preparing dis- 
appointment for yourselves, but that you 
are preparing for bad blood and trouble 
with the Co'onies if you encourage people 
toembark on a conference without letting 
them know beforehand the limits within 
which it is possible f»r you to negotiate 
with them and the limits beyond which 
you will not negotiate. 
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seem to think it consistent with their 
dignity and self-respect rather to assume 
an attitude of inertia and mental vacuity 
on this subject instead of telling us exactly 
what they think. After all, the Colonies 
will not be hoodwinked. Whether the 
Government like it or not, everyone will 
see that the country, whenever it has an 
opportunity of expressing its opinion on 
the subject, does so very clearly. Even 
the House of Commons expressed its 
opinion the other day with equal clear- 
ness and emphasis. [ think it is quite 
idle for persons who are, as it were, 
the agents of a nation, to pretend that 
they can enter upon negotiations on 
behalf of that nation in defiance of 
the expressed unanimous opinion of the 
representatives of the nation. Of course 
if you say that the elected House has lost 
all representative chiracter and is not 
entitled to speak for the nation, that is a 
position which Governments are entitled 
to take up, but they are only entitled 
to take it up on one condition, and that is 
that they »ppeal from the legal voice of the 
nation as expressed through its representa- 
tives to the actual voice of the nation as 
expressed at the hustings. But you can- 
not have it both ways. You cannot say 
you have no occasion to consult the 
opinion of the nation because you have 
the confidence of the nation’s representa- 
tives, and at the same time say, “ We will 
treat them with contempt and not stir 
a finger to defend ourselves.” 

I say the Colonies are not deceived. Our 
views on this matter are not hid 
under a bushel; they are known to the 
far corners of the world. Does anyone 
suppose that the Colonies will lightly enter 
into negotiation on the basis that seems 
to be foreshadowed as the policy of the 
present Government by the speech made 
by the noble Lord the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, namely, a policy 
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great efforts to carry it. In my opinion 
the Government at this moment are too 
much discredited to be able to pose as 
the representatives of the nation, and 
everything must be at a standstill until 
the nation has been consulted. Certainly 
the discussion of a question freely among 
representatives is not inconsistent with a 


I should like to see this Return granted, | definite policy being held by any one of 


and I am sorry that the Government | the parties to the conference. What I 
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am afraid of is what hus already been in- 
dicated by another speaker, namely, that | 
you may enable persons at a distance to. 
misrepresent the facts, and to say that 
hopes were held out to the Colonies which 
had been disappointed. Everyone would 
feel in another delicate matter in private 
life that it is quite open to a woman to 
reject a man, but if a woman gives 
encouragement to a man and then rejects 
him people call her a flirt and say she has 
behaved very badly. In the same way 
speeches in Parliament, suchas the speech 
of the noble Duke, who, although he is 
not responsible for his Department, yet 
is speaking on behalf of his Department, 
are in the nature of giving encouragement 
to this protective and preferential policy. 


For myself I should be very sorry if the 
issue of the approval or disapproval of a 
policy of preference rested merely on the 
question of the taxation of food or the 
taxation of raw materials. To a protec- 
tionist colony some widening of the area 
of trade may be a step towards free tr: de. 
Tf a colony which is absolutely protec- 
tionist will break down some of its 
barriers, even in favour of the great 
industries of the mother country, that 
undoubtedly opens to the purchasers 
in that colony a somewhit wider mezr- 
ket than they had before. But we 
have the open markets of the world, and 
any policy of preference to a colony is 
not a wider but a narrower policy; it 
must be based on the introduction of 
duties where hitherto goods have co.ne 
in free, in order effectively to narrow our 
market of purchase. Do not let it be 
suppos:d that we and the Colonies should 
be negotiating on anvthng lke equal 
terms. One speaker, I think it was the 
noble Viscount who is now the chairman 
of the Tariff Reform Commission, spoke 
in glowing terms of a possible vision of 
inter-Imperial free trade between Great 
Britain and all its dependencies. But I 
say that Imperial free trade between 
(rreat Britain and a'l its dependencies, if 
bolstered up by discriminatory tariffs 
against the rest of the world, would be a 
narrow and most mischievous policy. We 
enjoy now free trade so far as we can get 


{LORDS} 





Colonial Conference). 1212 


of our power we cannot have. So far as 
our laws, so far as our policy, and so far 
as our example go we do all that we can 
to secure free trade, We do not suppose 
for a minute that free trade is not an 
advantage to both sides, or that the 
foreign countries and the Colonies which 
are protected do not lose by being so, 
and that when they lose we lose too. It 
would be a deplorable mistake for us for 
a paltry advantage which is_ hardly 
appreciable to sacrifice the good example 
we have set to the world and turn aside 
from a policy which has served us s0 
well for fifty orsixty years. The mischief 
we should suffer would be far greater 
than any advantage we might obtain. 


As to the case of Canada, I am a little 
surprised that the noble Duke, who must 
be familiar with that matter through his 
office, should have referred to the 
Canadian figures as showing any advan- 
taze under the preferential system. The 
figures were analysed carefully, and the 
highest claim that the advocates of thit 
system set up a year or so ago was that 
it might have arrested the decrease in 
trade. In the gen-ral expansion of 
Canadian trid>, the result of the develop- 
meit of the North West, the trade of 
Canada with the whole world has in- 
creased enormously, but oir trade with 
Canada has not increased so fast as 
Canidian trade with the rest of the 
world. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: Will 
the noble Lord forgive me for inter- 
rupting. The trade between (reat 
Britain and Canada has increased sin:e 
the preference at a much greater rate 
per cent. than the trade between Canada 
and the United States, and the trade 
between Canada and Germany. [muy add 
that in the increase of English trade be- 
tween England and Canida those com- 
modities affected by the Canadian trae 
have increased at a greater rate per cent. 
than the rest of the trade witn the United 
States. I shoull like to remind the 

noble Lord, Earl Beauchamp, that this is 
an undoubted fact, and I challenge any 
| figures to the contrary. 


it. Noble Lords play upon the words | 


‘ free trade 
trade but free imports. 
it is in our power to get. 


Lord Stanley of Alderney 


” and say we have not free 
We have what 
What is out 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
The noble Duke has corrected a statement 
which I never made. The statement I 
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make is that in the great expansion of | 
the trade of Canada the trade of 
Canada with the United Kingdom has 
not increased at so great a rate as the 
trade of Canada with the rest of the 
world, I did not mention one country 
or another. I have some figures here 
which I will give him. The figures are 
printed, but I do not know where they 
come from. They show that the 
Canadian imports from all countries in 
1896 amounted to 110,000,000 dollars, 
and in 1°02 te 200,000,000 collars, or an 
increase of 83 per cent. The Canadian 
imports from Great Britain, which I 
suppose means the United Kingdom, 
amounted in 1896 to 43,(0),000 dollars, 
and in 1602 to 49,0)0,000 dollars or an 
increase of 14 per cent. The noble Duke 
can look up in his office figures corre- 
sponding with these, and on another 
occasion he van let me know whether 
they are right or not. 
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THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
Will the noble Lord give the authority 
for these figures. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
They were given to me by my nobl 
friend Lord Beauchamp. 


Mart BEAUCHAMP: Will the noble 
Duke agree to defer this discussion until 
the Motion I have down on the Paper is 
dealt with, 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
did not know the noble Earl had a Motion 
down on the Paper. I suppose he has 
placed it there to-day. 


fARL BEAUCHAMP: It has been on 
the Notice Paper nearly a month. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: I 
notice that the noble Duke indicated 
that it was not fair to compare the 
lower rate of duties upon goods imported 
from the United States into Canada with 
goods imported from the United Kingdom, 
because the goods imported from the 
United States are of a lower class, either 
raw materials or duty free. 


THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
They are all duty free. 
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*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
And thus at a lower rate than those that 
come from the United Kingdom. There- 
fore when you work out the average duty 
charged on the whole of the British goods 
sent to Canada, they work out at a 
higher figure. I wish that the noble 
Duke had been able to prompt his col- 
leagues on the Treasury Bench in the 
debate on Mr. Brodrick’s speech when 
they stated that Indian goods went into 
France at a lower rate per cent. than 
goods from this country. 1 think it is 
better that noble Lords when dealing 
with the figures should elect some con- 
sistent basis of a sound character. I 
quite agree with the noble Duke that he 
has taken a sound view, but you must 
not compare rates of duty upon different 
classes of goods as showing a high or a 
low tariff. You should compare the 
same class:s of goods. The growth of 
trade between Canada and the United 
States, having regard to the long nominal 
frontier between them, must be expected 
to be greater than the growth of trade 
between Canada and the Britt h Isles. 
No artificial arrangement of colonial pre- 
ferenc: will permanently stop the natural 
drift of trade which should go and will go 
on the lines which are most advantageous 
o the parties trading. I have tried to 
make it clear that the fact that this 
conference, if it ever takes place, will be 
a free conference, no reason why 
this country, which is something above 
(Governments and Parliaments, should not 
know beforehand what its representa- 
tives and agents propose to say on its 
behalf. That, I think, is essential. I 
think it is also important that we should 
warn the Colonies beforehand, if we go 
into this conference at all, in order that 
there shall be no disappointed expecta- 
tions, no hopes raised and afterwards 
dashed to the ground, which will be in- 
jurious to the permanent friendship 
between us and our Colonies. For these 
reavons IT shall support the Motion it it 
goes to a division, 
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is 


Tur LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of HatsBury): My Lords, I feel great 
difficulty, which I suspect is not confined 
to one side of the House, in resisting 
the provocation to discuss som: thing 
which is really not before the House at 
all. ‘Lhis debate is like some others to 
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which I will not further refer in that it is 
not intended to really discuss the ques- 
tion before the House. It is like what I 
think is attributed to a celebrated theolo- 
gian who said he had a text for every 
sermon and a sermon for every text. 
One text is intended to be preached 
and which I observe the speakers 
cannot get rid of, and that is the desire to 
establish some diiference of opinion 
between different members of His 
Majesty’s Government. I acquit the 
noble Lord who brought forward the 
question of any desire for what I think 
has been sought to be done in all this 
debate. Iam quite sure, knowing him as I 
do, and respecting him as I do, that he had 
no ulterior object and only raised the ques- 
tion in order to do what he thought was 
necessary for the good of the country. But 
I think it is impossible to have listened 
to this debate without feeling that those 
who have taken part in it have a sort of 
opinion that in some way or another it is 
like any other subject which may raise 
the question of fiscal policy, because it is 
intended to set what I think the noble 
Lord, Earl Crewe, described as a trap—a 
trap to inveigle speakers into discussing 
the fiscal question generally, and therein 
the question of whether or not there is 
some difference or divergence of op‘nion 
between the thoughts of the Prime 
Minister and Mr. Chamberlain. In fact, 
I notice that the noble Lord who brought 
forward this Motion referred from time to 
time, inadvertently I aim sure, to Mr. 
Chamberlain’s utterances as if they were 
the utterances of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and referred to them as being 
identical with the views of Mr. Balfour. 
All I will say upon that subject is that 
they have expounded themselves, I think, 
with perfect clearness and distinctness, 
and the effort to confuse their views and 
to suggest that because one suid soie- 
thing at one time and another said 
something at another time, therefore, as 
the noble Lord, Earl Beauchamp, said, we 
have at last admitted that Mr. Chamber- 
lain’s views are really the views of His 
Majesty’s Government. Nothing could 
be more unjust. 


I must suggest that so far as the debate 
has been conducted there is an air of 
unreslity about it. We are not really 


discussing the question which wus brought 
Lhe Earl of Hulsbury, 
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forward by the noble Lord. The noble 
Lord who has just sat down is a perfect 
master of rhetoric in regard to statistics 
and all other things that thereby hang. 
What has he been discussing for the last 
twenty minutes ? [I see an air of protest 
on his face. I will not say it was for such 
a long time or that it was an unreason- 
ably long time. He has been discussing 
the question of fiscal preference. Is that 
the question we are now upon? Is it 
relative to the question we are now upon 2 
I venture to say that it has nothing 
whatever to do with it. Let us turn to 
what the noble Lord who is responsible 
for bringing this Motion before the House 
suggests. What he has said is intelligible. 
I may not agree with him, but he is in- 
telligible. He has called attention to the 
declarations of certain of His Majesty’s 
Ministers concerning the proposed 
Colonie] Conference. May I observe in 
passing that it is His Majesty’s Ministers 
and not Mr. Chamberlain whose declaia- 
tions he discusses. Then he goes on to 
say— 

“That, in the opinion of this House, it is 
necessary that before the constituencies of 
this country are asked to determine as to 
the desirability of such conference, they should 
be informed ”— 
on certain points. We have here a 
series of problems. The first is under 
what conditions the conference will 
be summoned. Why should the con- 
stituencies be informed if they are 
to form a judgment on the conference. 
Why are we to say, now, what is 
to be said at the conference, or to pro- 
nounce a judgment beforehand, or say 
under what conditions it should be 
summoned? Tf my noble friend had 
propounded the question what condi ions 
ought to be put forward before the 
Colonial Conference is summoned it would 
have been properly discussed. That is 
not the question. It is that the constitu- 
encies should be informed, and that is a 
totally different matter. 


Then the noble Lord asks, ‘Whit 
Colonies and dependencies will be invited 
tosend representatives?” The questio. 
of how many isa question ofdetail. The 
Crown Colonies and the others will be 
summoned, and I do not suppose that 
my noble friend really believes we should 
exclude anybody. Then we come to this 
question, “ How far any decision arrived 
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at will be held as binding upon His 
Majesty’s Government and the United 
Kingdom?” In the first place observe 
what that means, Is the conference to 
come to any decision? Has anybody 
suggested that they are to decide any- 
thing? And if they were, has anybody 
suggested that it should be binding on 
the United Kingdom? With all respect 
to my noble friend [ think that this pro- 
position on the face of it is absurd. My 
noble friend appears to suggest that there 
is to be a sort of decision, as if we were 
submitting to an arbitration and award 
something that was to be binding for all 
time. Nothing can be more inconsistent 
with the idea of a Colonial Conference. 
Then what is the real question? I do 
not hesitate to say what it appears to 
me to be. Suppose, whit the most 
determined free-traders will admit, that a 
commercial treaty is within the limits of 
their political economy and that a treaty 
with a foreiga nation were in debate. 
Would it be considered right to begin by 
siying that you would not allow discus- 
sion upon this or that matter I do not 
think that would be the method in which 
you would begin to treat with a foreign 
ation if you were proposing a commercial 
treaty. 
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There is a question which T have over 
and over agin heard propounded both 
in this House and elsewhere, What are the 
Colonies going to give? You do no 
know what they are going to give. The 
‘‘olonial Conference will tell us, and are 
we to shut that out and prevent there 
being a Colonial Conference which would 
enable us to understand what they are 
desirous or willing tod» — T observe tha 
iy noble friead who brought forward this 
Motion said that every light that can be 
given should be given in this Colontal 
Conference. Why should that not be? 
Why are you to put something like a 
res'riction upon discussion and say ‘ You 
may come here and tell us what you like, 
but observe that upon A., B., or C. we will 
have no discussion wiih you at all.” I 
should think that if you wish to treat 
your Colonies as one foreign Minister 
would treat another foreign Minister 
in discussing anything in the nature of a 
commercial treaty, the very thing we 
should do is to say, “‘ Let us freely converse 
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with each other and see what we can 
agree upon.” 


I will not be tempted into a dis- 
cussion of the colonial preference question 
or of the extent to which we or 
the Colonies might be benefited. It 
seems to me that that would be falling 
into the trap described hy Earl Crewe 
of discussing on an indirect Motion 
in this House what we have refused to 
discuss, because until His Majesty’s 
Ministers have proposed something and 
propounded some policy—which they 
have undertaken they will not do uatil 
the constituencies have been consulted — 
there is no reason why that question 
should be discussed. When it comes 
before the country it will be discussed 
no doub:. ‘This is a counterfeit debate, 
because advantage has been taken of my 
noble friend’s proposition to bring into 
this question matters that do not properly 
arise. I will not proceed to discuss wh vt 
th> free-triders coatend, that pro- 
tective countries are able to prosper and 
get more advantage for all their citizens 
because they have a wider field over 
which they may hive free exchange of 
commodities. Tam not going to discuss 
whether that is true or not. All I can 
say is that if it be true the question of 
bringing the British Empire, by excluding 
foreigners, into that wider field of inter- 
national communication and free ex- 
ching: of commercial products is one 
of the very que tions which the Colonial 
Conference will probably discuss. Ino 
order that they may diseuss it, you ought 
to allow them perfect freedom in dis- 
cussion, and that which my noble friend 
desires, the greatest light you can have, 
isa light not to be given grudgingly or 
sparingly, but is to be obtained by 
allowing them to discuss all questions 
with freedom, so that the free expression 
of the colonial views may be obtained. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, after the somewhat remarkable 
speech just addressed to us by the noble 
Lord on the Woolsack, I must ask your 
perinission to recall your attention to 
what is the object of this Motion. I 
think I can answer for my noble friend 
Lord Balfour, at least I can speak confi- 
dently for myself, that the intention of 
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this Motion is not to oppose the confer- 
ence. It is to show our anxiety that 
the conference, when it meets, should he 
the result of statesmanship and not be a 
conference moved by Party action. A 
member of the Cabinet lately told us 
that one move in the game of Party life 
had to be met by another. 
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THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 


Who was that ? 


*Lorp JAMES or HERUFORD: Mr. 
Gereld Balfour. My Lords, J do trust 
that this conference will not be made 
the subject of any Party move, and I do 
trust that we shall all, if a conference 
is to take place, unite in endeavouring 
to see that it shall be a practical 
conference for the benefit of the 
whole Empire. My noble friend on the 
Woolsack has given us a little lesson 
upon the manner in which our debates 
should be conducted. He has told us 
this is a sham debate, but he cannot 
include my noble friend Lord Burleigh 
in that charge. It was someone who 
came aifter him who entered into the 
question of the advantages of preference. 
Who was that! It is very hard that 
my noble friend the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies should be told by 
a colleague of such weight and authority 
in this House that his eloquent advocacy 
of preference and the advantage of it to 
the nation was a sham and a pretence, 
and was something that was done undir 
the guise of supporting or opposing my 
noble friend for the purpose of misleading 
this House. It is hard indeed that after 
we heard a speech so full of ability as 
the speech made by my noble friend the 
Duke of Marlborough, that one whom we 
ought to regard as his mentor should 
tell him he had been leading the 
House astray. My noble friend the 
Lord Chancellor has said why should 
these people who are mentioned by 
Lord Balfour—the electorate—be told 
what are the views His Majesty’s 
Government take upon this subject. 


Tur Eart or HALSBURY: TI never 
said that. 


JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
I under- 


* LORD 
beg the noble Lord’s pardon. 
stood that he said so, 


Lord James of Hereford. 
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THe Eart or HALSBURY: I said, 
Why should they be informed beforehand 
on what conditions the conference should 


be called.? 
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*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: That 
is exactly what I intended to convey, and 
I will now tell my noble and learned friend 
why the electorate should be informed. 
Of course if you are going to deal with 
the question as an abstract question 
there is no reason why you should inform 
the electorate, but why are you going to 
consult them and to ask them to say “ Aye 
or no, will you have a conference,” and 
yet not tell them what that conference 
is to represent. Let there be no doubt 
on this subject. The Government contains 
many able men, and there is one who is 
recognised by the public as a Minister, 
who, in relation to this fiscal subject, has 
shown great ability. I mean Mr. Bonar 
Law. He has told us what is going to 
take place. He said that the position was 
that the issue at the next genera! elec- 
tion was a simple one, whether the peo) le 
desired a dear or a cheap loaf. The 
issue was really more than — that, 
It was whether the electors were willing, 
without committing themselves to any- 
thing, to hold a Colonial Conference to 
consider whether preferential trade was 
practicable and whether it could be 
obtained without injury to the nation, 
No member of the Government has 
repudiated that. Now you are going 
to consult the electorate. ‘The issue to 
be submitted to the people is a very 
important one and they are to say 
“Yes or no.” Is it fair to that 
electorate, without telling them what 
the confrrence is for? Every candidate 
upon the hustings will give a differeut 
idea of the conference. Free - traders 
will give one idea, the Governinent 
candidate will give his view and, pace 
my noble friend, the persons who 
represent tariff reform will give another. 
Is that a fair way of obtaining a 
mandate from the people? Is it fair 
to ask the electors to bear the responsi- 
bility of saying whether this conference 
is to be held or not and yet refuse 
to tell them what are to be the 
duties, powers and results of the 
conference? This will place the 
country in a ridicu'ous position. Cannot 
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the Government tell the people what 
they will be voting for if they vote for 
this conference 4 We are asking not 
that there should be detailed particulars, 
but that there should be some general 
explanation of what this conference 
means. Weask no more, bu’ we sey that 
this is necessary. 
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information to 
learn our 


lf by giving this 
the electors the Colonies 
intentions reyarding the 
under which this coun‘ry is prepired to 
enter into the conference, I do not 
think there will be any great evil in 
being so frank with our fellow-subjects. 
I will tell the»House what will be a 
greater evil. It will be to bring the 
representatives of the Colonies here under 
false pretences. 
their views. We may anticipate that 
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conditions | 
| utterances. 


i the 


We know pretty well | 
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Let those 


Colonia! ( ‘onfe rence). 


the vindication of this debate. 
words be well noted. 


Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
beg my noble friend’s pardon, The 
Prime Minister has stated that in the 
House of Commons on several occasions. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I am 

very glad to hear that. Some of us do 
not quite understand the Prime Minister's 
Now I understand, whether 
Prime Minister has stated it or 
not, on the authority of the Minister 
who has led in this debate on the part 
of the Government, that the question of 
taxation of food is to be barred. 


Tae Duke ov MARLBOROUGH: My 


| noble friend is under a misapprehension. 


they will accent what has been stated by | 


many statesmen in this country, that a 


preferential tariff with the Colonies must | 


impose and will impose a tax upon food. 
That I think is admitted. More 
one leading man who supports tariff 
reform has said, “lf vou cannot agree 
to a tax on food do not talk about a 
preferential tariff and do not ask for a 
conference at all.” If vou are going to 
ask the electorate to give an answer that 
must be sent to the Colonies, the 


'favour of 
than | 


'of the conference, and the 


| T treasure 


answer given by the electorate would be | 


our credentials for the calling of a 
conference, but the Colonies will ask 
“What conference are you in favour of ? 


[ simply stated to him that the Prime 
Minister has repeatedly declared in the 
House of Commons that he is not in 
the protective taxation of 
food. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: Well, 
I will of course accept that statement. 
We are discussing to-night the question 
noble Duke 
introduced this subject. 

noble Duke's words, be- 
Prime Minister is net in 


himself has 
the 


cause if the 


favour of the proteciive taxation of tood 


| overrule 


Are you going to give us @ preferential | 


tail?” We shall have to say “No, 
we cannot tell you whether we are 
or not, because the Government, led 
by a great lawyer, asked in advance, 
‘What business have you to tell the 
electorate whether they are to agree to 
taxation of food or not?’ and have 
intentionally kept them in the dark and 
have intentionally prevented them from 
making such a declaration.” 


Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
The Prime Minister has repeatedly 
stated that he is not in favour of the 
protective taxation of food, 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
congratulate the noble Duke on making 
that statement. Now we have obtained 
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[ am sure he will not Iet the conference 
his views. That statement 
brings me now to the Question on the 
Paper. We are to have this conference, 
and I presume that it will be a special 
conference and not an ud hoc conference. 
Now that we have to summon this con- 
ference I ask who is to take part in it on 
behalf of this country? Of course, I 
assume that the present Government 
will be in office. They will have to 
nominate delegates with or without 


| instructions, ad referendum or not. I 
'take it they are to be selected by the 


Government and that they will be states- 
men of their own thought. Who will 
they be? Ii they be my right hon. 


| friend Mr. Alfred Lyttelton, as Secretary 


of State for the Colonies, and my noble 
friend the Duke of Marlborough as 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, 


' we shall know, alter the speech of the 


noble Duke to-night, that this country 
2U 
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will be represented by two men who are 
distinctly im favour of a Government 
which supports a preferential tariff. 


Tus Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: I 
aim very sorry to interrupt the noble 
Lord, but he will be quite unable to find 
in any statement I made to-night that 
I advocuted protective taxation of food 
on behalf of this country in order to 
create a preferential agreement between 
us and our Colonies, 


*Lonp JAMES or HEREFORD: That 
may be so, but the noble Duke was very 
eloquent in advocating a preference on 
something. There is nothing else but 
food to give a preference on. That is 
view. But supposing the Prime 
Minister were to say, “The Colonial 
Office is very hardworked. I do not 
ihink that these Ministers cau give sufli- 
cient attention to the onerous duties of 


one 
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the Conierence and I will find two other 
Ministers instead.” Suppose then he 
were to say: “ There is the President of | 
the Council. The friction of education | 
has passed off and I think he will| 
represent the country very well. Then 
there is another Minister who has not 
much work to do—the President of 
the Board of Trade. I will choose 
thee two Ministers to represent 
this country at the conference.” May I 
ask in that case would the same voices 
speak as would speak in the alternative 


case ¢ 





THe LORD PRESIDENT oF tHE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or tHe 


BOARD or EDUCATION (The Marquess 
of Lonponperry: The noble Lord 
alludes to me? I am surprised I have 
been drawn into this matter. AsT ditter 
from the views of Mr. Chamberlain and 
from those of the Duke of Devonshire, 
{ should not give satisfaction to the 
views of either. 


*LorD JAMES ovr HEREFORD : I beg 
my noble friend’s pardon. I have only 
used the names of my noble fiiends for 
the purposes of illustration, What I am 
endeavouring to point outis this. Whois 
to represent the Government ? It must 
be remembered that in representing the 


| be the result of this conference 2 





Government you must represent the 
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ing the people we mean those electors who 
at the next election must avowedly give 
a decision upon this subject, and that 
decision will have to be represented by 
someone who must be in accordance with 
the views of those they represent. 


Let us now ask what are the instructions 
for the men who will go into that confer- 
ence. What are they to discuss? Those 
who will represent the Colonies will come 
here, every one of them with positive 
instructions to support a certain policy of 
preference that should give some benefit 
to the Colonies. Are our representatives 
to have instructions? if so, what are they 
tobe? Is it not fair that those who at 
the next general election are to say 
“Yes or no” to the conference, should 
be told what are to be the instructions 
of their representatives when they go 
into the conference? I think I could 
al:iost make a bargain with the Secretary 
‘or Foreign Affairs and with the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. Will 
they say when they go to the electorate 
with the issue of conference or no con- 
ference that they will undeitake that 
these who should represent the electors 
should not commit them to the taxation 
of food? Tf you do not say that you do 
not make it clear to the electorate what 
they are going to determine upon. — If 
vou will make it clear, I should be satis- 
fied, because I think I know what the 
determination of the electorate will be. 


What is to 
Is the 
majority of the conference to prevail? 
If the colonial delegates are agrecd in 
favour of preference, will our delegates 
have to say, “We agree with you here, 
but we do not know what our principals, 
the Government will say. We should 
have to go back and ask their views?” 
Then perhaps the British representatives 
will return to the Colonies and have to 
say, “ Although we have brought you 
here to discuss this matter, and although 
you are all agreed on preference, and we 
are agreed upon it,we cannot go with you, 
because the Government will not allow us 
to ratify the decision arrived at.” My 
Lords, you who have been appealed 
to on behalf of this great Empire and 
our Colonial Empire, what will be 
the effect of a decision if you have 


There is another question. 


people, and when we speak of represent-| power given to summon a conference 


Lord James of Hereford, 
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under such conditions? A great deal 
more can be said upon this question 
and I have some anxiety upon it, because 
I believe that some use is going to be 
made of this conference that we do not 
quite understand. 


Colonies (Proposed 


I must refer for a moment to a 
matter that has affected a Party to 
which I am proud to belong, a Party 
which the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs assisted in forming some nine- 
teen years ago. We were lately cap- 
tured as an independent Party and the 
Liberal Unionist Party was said to be 
reformed. An authentic circular wis 
issued asking every Liberal Unionist to 
svn his name to a certain policy. The 
second article of this policy was “ Closer 
union with the Colonies on the basis of 
preferential tariffs.’ We know what 
that meant. Those who issued the 
document admitted it meant taxation of 
food. Correspondence tock place, but I 
do not wish to refer to it at all, beyond 
saving that public attention was called to 
ihe cireular by a Member for a Division of 
Lancashire, It was said that taxation of 
fool was not quiie consistent with the 
views of Unionists and soa change had to 
be made, and I find that in February the 
phrase in the earlier circular was altered 
t» ‘Closer union with the Colonies on a 
mutually satisfactory basis which it is 
hoped may be settled at the forthcoming 
Colonial Coaference.” That is only the 
od faith in a new garb, and I hope the 
Lord Chancellor wil not be angry with 
m: when I say that 1 ain afraid that it 
is possible that this conference may be 
used for the purpose of carrying out the 
original purpose, namely, the taxation of 
food, Il hope it will not be so. I hope 
there will be men like the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Aifairs who will have 
power to control their Party, so that 
this conference shall not be used for 
the purposes of carrying out a Party 
struggle at home and that the Colonists 
shall not find when they come here that 
they are carrying out the protectionist 
policy of the newly-founded Liberal 
Unionist Party. 


My Lords, I have to apologise for the 
length at which I have spoken. Tf Ihave 
detained you too long, I have done so 
because of the strong opinions I enter- 
tain on the subject. I appeal to the 
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Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
He and I fought together to estab- 
lish a Party which we believed to be 
a Liberal Party, Liberal in every re- 
spect. That Party never admitted 
that any interest had the right to render 
itself powerful or wealthy at the expense 
otjothers. Weclung to the old doctrines 
of the Liberal Party, and, at any rate, we 
knew nothing of this sad business of 
protection. Can the noble Marquess look 
upon that Party as it is now and be satis- 
fied with its condition? Can he hop? that 
it will spring into its strength again with 
the true feclings that pervaded it twenty 
vears ago? If there be any want of 
frankness in dealing with the electors of 
this country and it be intended by dialecti- 
cil skill not to present the truth to our 
fellow-countrymen still great>r disasters 
will follow and I ask my noble friend to 
mike it his care to avert such a calamity 
by dealing with full frankness with those 
to whom an appeal is about to be made. 


Kart SPENCER: My Lords, I wish 
that it was not my duty to rise to offer 
a few remarks at this stage of the debate. 
I should like to have left the speech 
which my noble and learned friend has 
ust made, fresh and without any speech 
following it, to be answered by the noble 
Marquess to whom he made such an 
appeal. But I am afraid this is the 
only opportunity I shall have of saying a 
few words as representing the Opposition 
in your Lordships’ House. The noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack has com- 
plained that the general question of 
fiscal policy should have been brought 
into this debate, and that the exact 
terms of the Motion should have been 
overpassed. Ido not think it would be 
possible to confine the debate actually 
to the mere question of the conference. 
For what depends on the conference ? 
The whole question of preference, and 
that again depends on what is more 
important still—the taxation of food. 
How is it possible not to touch on these 
vital questions 4 

[ am certainly not opposed to con- 
ferences. I believe they play a very 
important part in the affairs of the 
world and in the affairs of this kingdom. 
There have been several conferences, and 
they have been all most useful in bring- 


ing together the leaders of politics in 
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this country and the Prime Ministers of 
the Colonies. I attach immense import- 
ance to them. The Reports are ex- 
ceedingly instructive and very valuable 
documents, representing — extremely 
moderate views. ‘The Colonics are quite 
capable of giving credit to this country 
for generosity, and at the same time 
of putting themselves in our place 
and acknowledging the difficulty we 
should have in dealing with this ques- 
tion of preference. At the Conference 
of 1902 there were no fewer than eighteen 
subjects discussed, and among them this 
question of preference. But when you 


come to a subject which has divided | 


and almost broken up a Government, 
and which occupies the attention of the 
whole country, is it possible that a 
conference should be called, in order, as 


numbers of people in this country sup- | 


pose, to decide preference and the taxa- 
tion of food ? 


The Prime Minister and other Ministers 
have made a great many varying state- 
ments on this question, and I am not 
going to disentangle the knot that has 
been tied. But I wish most strongly 
and distinetly to point out that you will 
only confuse the issue before the con. 
stituencies if you refer this question o 
a conference to them. People outside 
think that the question is simply whether 
there is to be a conference or not. They 
do not understand. hat such a con- 
ference should be perfectly free and 
unfettered is, in my opinion, perfectly 
impossible. Will the representatives of 
the Colonies come to the conference free 
and unfettered? Every one of them 
will have his instructions; and is it right 
that this country should be represented 
at the conference without distinct and 
clear instructions being given as to 
how the proceedings are to be carried 
out? Tamconvinced that it is essential 
that there shoul! be no ambiguity about 
this among the electors of this country. 
We cannot at present be clear as to what 
the Prime Minister and the Government 
desire. Tha’ state of things must be put 
an end to as soon as possible, 


The question to be put to the country 
is, Are you in favour of the taxation of 
food and protective duties in order to 
secure preference? The speech of the 
noble Duke went a long way, not towards 


Earl Spencer, 
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| the taxation of food, perhaps, but towards 
|hav:ng a fixed tariff on manufactured 
iarticles. That must be clearly put before 
‘the constituencies. When they have 
given their opinion, then it will be easy 
to deal with the conference. ‘The conter- 
ence is not summoned by Act of Parlia- 
ment or by the constituencies, ‘The 
principles being decided by the votes of 
the constituencies then it will be for th: 
Government in office to decide upon the 
terms of the conference. I quite agree 
with what has been said that if the 
colonial representatives are called over 
here in the belief that they will have 
perfectly free and unfettered power of 
discussion, and then find that they cannot 
discuss the taxation of food, which is and 
must be involved in the question of 
preference, then T think it may be said 
| you will have deceived them, or, at least, 
| treated them unfairly. Let the question he 
| put in a straightforward manner to the 
| constituencies, and then do as you like 
about a conference. I have nothing further 
to add, and if my noble friend carries his 
Motion to a division I shall vote for it. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


*Tun SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|» FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess ot 
| LANSbDowNE): My Lords, the noble Karl 
| has set a good example by confining his 
| observations to the subject of the con- 
| ference. We have been taunted during 
| the course of the debate with expressing 
ideas which haye been described as 
/nebulous on this subject; but I confess 
i that, after listening to the speeches of 
| our erities, I do not find their criticism 
so clearly and sharply defined as I could 
| wish, and certainly many of them have 
left us in doubt whether they desire a 
conference to meet at all or not. But 
I take it from the speeches of the 
noble Earl and of the noble and learned 
Lord behind me that they do desire a 
conference to assemble, and I accept the 
statement without the slightest reserva- 
tion. I cannot, however, help remember- 
ing that not very long ago the Leader 
of the Opposition in the House of Com- 
mons publicly stated his opinion that the 
policy of a conference was ridiculous, and 
that he went on to say that the conference 
was, in his opinion, a trick and had for 
its object, not the consolidation of the 
Empire, but the consolidation of the 
| Unionist Party. I hear that statement 
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cheered, but it was not found in the 
speech of the noble Karl, nor in thoseof any 
of the speakers on the benches opposite, 
and [ hope those cheers do not represent 
the real op nion there. If they do we 
cannot acquit them of in-incerity in the 
remarks they have addressed to us, 


Our critics, then, desire that this Con- 
ference should meet, but they are ex- 
tremely anxious to deny to it the 
opportunity of affording us eny useful 
knowledge on the subject which, above 
all things, the conference will have to 
consider, 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


May [ ask the noble Marquess what that 
is ? 


*THe Marqukss or LANSDOWNE: I 
will tell my noble friend in one moment 
if he will possess his soul in patience. 
Ths conference, if it meets, will be the 
fourth, the others having been held in 
I887, 1897, and 1902. JF am not at this 
late hour going to pass in review the pro- 
ceedings of these carlier meetings; but 
| shall not be misrepresenting them 
when I sav that each showed a very 
distinct advance on its predecessor, 
and that at each the proceedings came 
to resembl» less and less those of a de- 
hating society and more and more the 
deliberations of a great [mperiil coune:l. 
Mach conference addressed itself more 
closely than its predecessor to the subject 
which I conceive was the most interesting 
of those before it—the possibility of im- 
proving the commercial relations between 
them other country and the Colonies. That 
su>ject was certainly discussed at the con- 
ference in 1897, which, the noble Karl will 
remember, followed closely on a meeting 
of Australian Pr-miers, when the question 
of closer com nercial arrangements came 
up for discussion: and, as forthe conlerence 
of 1902, I need not recall t> your Lord- 
ships the Resolution passed by it and the 
desire then expressed for another meet- 
ing in four years. I veature to say that 
the Colonies that took part in the con- 
ference of 1902 must have felt when they 
looked forward to reassembling in 1906 
that their represeutatives would be in a 
position to resume the task on which they 
had been occupied, and certainly not with 
aless degree of ireedom than had hitherto 
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been afforded them. Well, I ask your 
Lordships, would it not be something like 
a farce to invite the Colonies to send their 
best, their most representative, statesmen 
here, and then to tell! them that they have 
not the right to discuss a question they had 
already discussed at a former conference ? 
My noble and learned friend has spoken 
of obtaining the presence of these colonial 
representatives on false pretences; but I 
say it will bea false pretence to ask them 
t» come here and then tell them they are 
out of order if they discuss the question 
of closer commercial relations. 


What are noble Lords afraid of 2 


Why 


are they so anxious to circumscribe the 


proceedings of theconference? Are they 
afraid that the Colonies will rush us into 
some extravagant proposal disastrous to 
the commercial welfare of this country ? 
Are they afraid that the Government of 
the day will allow itself to be rushed into 
such a proposal? T[ will venture to ex- 
press the op'nion that each side is per- 
fectly well aware, without precise instruc- 
tions, that there are certain limitations 
beyond which neither side can make con- 
cessions to the other. Imay say to your 
Lordships frankly that, in my opinion, 
it is ‘dle to expect that the Colonies will 
agree to any changes in their fiscal 
system which will have the effect of 
wiping out of existence those home 
industries which they have expended 
s» much enterprise and energy in 
building up. On the other hand it ts per- 
fectly well known that we are not likely to 
listen to any proposals which might have 
the effect of materially increasing the price 
of food to the people of this country 
or of cutting off the supply of raw material 
upon which they so much depend for 
their industry. These limitations are 
perfectly uaderstood; and [ do not think 
you will gain anything by an attempt to 
fetter the Conference in such a way as_ to 
preclide them from discussing any ques- 
tions verging 01 either of these points. 


What, T take it, the conference will 
have to do will be to consider whether 
withiu those limitations it is not possible 
to devise some mutually advantageous 
irrangement which might have beneficial 
effocts upon the commerce of the Empire 
as a whole. The problem may be a 
difficult one. All that we ask is that the 
conference should be allowed to try to 
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solve it. But, if the criticisms to which 
we have listened to-night are to prevail, 
we are not to be allowed even to make 
the effort. These questions will be ruled 
out of order. You are to get your dele- 
gates together and lay down hard-and-fas' 
limits which they are on no account to 
exceed, The noble Duke on the bench 
below the vangway (the Duke of Devon- 
shire) has not iddressed to us any 
observations to-night; but he made a 
most interesting speech last night; and, 
although I will not quote it at length, [ 
desire to refer to a single sentence which 
seems to me to show how completely he 
and others have misapprehended the spirit 
in which this conference is to be op- 
proached, The noble Duke expressed his 
sympathy with our desire to unite more 
clo-ely the Empire by bonds of interest, 
as well as of sentiment; but he went on 
to say—- 
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‘Here, also, we are unfortunateiy compelled 
to differ diametrically from them.” 

And he represented us as asking the 
Colonies to make changes in their system 
which they are unwilling to make in 
return for concessions which would be 
burdensome and therefore distasteful to 
ovr own people. We have no idea of 
aking the Colonies to make changes 
wh'ch they are unwilling to make, nor 
have we any desire of imposing on ovr 
people sacrifices which art distasteful to 
them. Our desire is that the two sides 
should come together and endeavour to 
cevire some soluticn of the difficulty, 
which should be in accordance with the 
inclination both of the mother country and 
of the Colonies. If we succeed in our 
endeavour—if some arrangement can be 
made acceptable to the Colonies and 
acceptable to this country and to the 
people of this country—there will be 
every reason to rejoice. Jf we fail we 
shall, at anv rate, have tried our best, 
and the conference wil! separate feeling 
that all has been done that is possible. 

We are asked, why is it necessary that 
the constituencies should give a mandate 
for this purpose? My Lords, surely 


those who take part in the conference will 

approach their task in a very different 

spirit and under very different conditions 

if they know that what thev are doing is 

in accordance with the wish and general 

policy of the people of this country. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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My noble friend Lord Lytton asked me 
what would happen supposing we were 
still in office next year and the conference 
therefore met before the constituencies 
had given their mandate. I am alist 
tempted to tell my noble friend that, if 
he will give me twelve months notice of 
the Question and I am here to answer it, 
i will give bim full information, [ will 
now give him an interim Answer which 
will perhaps content him. I! should say 
that in that case the conference would 
meet all the same, and that there wou'd 
be plenty of useful work for it to do; ard 
[ see no reason why it should not, 
even in that case, aldress itself to tle 
question of commercial relations, But 
there would be all the difference in ihe 
world between discussions of that subjec: 
after the constituencies had given their 
mandate and discussions wher the dele- 
gates to the conference did not know 
whether the people of this country ar: 
or are not in favour of a change. 


We are asked whether the decisions of 
the conference would be binding on the 
Government and the people of | this 
country. The noble and learned Lord 01 
the Woolsack his already protested 
against the idea that a conference of this 
kind can give a decision. The business 
of the conference is to report and advise, 
and obviously that decision is not and 
cannot be of itself a binding decision 
upon anybody. Those who take part in 
it are delegates; they are not plenipoten- 
tiaries. My noble and learned friend 
askid me a series of questions as to the 
constitution of the conference, what 
members of the Government would 
represent us, what instructions they 
would have, and, I think, he even wished 
to be told how the votes would be taken. 
These are matters of detail which, no 
doubt, can be dealt with and discussed 
at the time; but we are certainly not 
going, before the appeal to the con- 
stituencies has been made, and long before 
the conference has met, to commit our- 
selves as to all details of the procedure 
to be followed. 


I should like to ask your Lordships to 
consider for one moment what wouil 
happen supposing the advice of 
noble Lords opposite were taken and 
elaborate and restrictive instructions were 
given to the members of the conference. 
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What would these instructions be? I take 
it, if noble Lords opposite had their own 
way, it would be intimated to the 
delegates that they were not authorised 
to discuss any proposals involving pro- 
tection, On that at once arises the 
question, what is protection? The 
noble Marquess (Lord Ripon) liughs. 
Does he not remember that a few 
nights ago in this House we hid a 
reference to India as a free - trade 
country, in spite of the fact that, as 
we all know, India has a 5 per cent, 
all-round tariff upon its imports ? 
Has the noble Lord forgotten that there 
has been a controversy whether a shilling 
duty on corn was or was not a protective 
tux? I am rather under the impression 
that of two successive Chancellors of the 
Exchequer, both of the same way of think- 
ing as my noble and learned friend 
behind me on that subject, one main- 
tained that the shilling duty was, and 
the other that it was not, protection. 


Then [suppose another 
order will be that no proposals for 1 
taxation of food will be in order. But 
we tax food now; and will it be out 
of order to consider whether, as a certain 
amount of revenue is now derived from 
the taxation of food, those taxes may 
not be adjusted in such a way as to 
facilitate trade between the mother 
country and her great dependencies 
beyond the seas? I venture to suggest 
to the House that any attempt to hamper 
the conference by minute instructions 
on such points as these could only lead 
to very undignitied and very infructuose 
discussions. [am reminded of a famous 
conference described by an American 
humourist at which a point of order 
was raised by a gentleman present with 
unfortunate results to himself—the result 
being that “ the subsequent proceedings 
interested him no more”—and I am 
afraid that if points of this kind were 
to be discussed at the conference the 
subsequent proceedings would indeed 
cease to be interesting to many of those 
taking part in them. 


standing 
1, 


ie 


It is our desire that there should be 
no limitations of this kind upon these 
discussions; that, on the contrary, 
the discussions should be conducted 
with the most complete freedom; and, 
that they should extend to all the aspects 


{11 Apri 1905} 


Colonial Conference). 1234 


not only the economical, but the politica, 
aspects of the case. [f such dis- 
cussions are to be of use, we must trust 
the Colonies to avail themselves in a 
reasonable spirit of the opportunity 
which we are offering to them. We 
must ourselves approach these discussions 
with an open mind, and with the feeling 
that the country is behind us. What 
strikes me is that noble Lords opposite 
have approached this question with 
a feeling of general mistrust of every- 
body concerned. That they should mis- 
trust His Majesty’s Government may be, 
perhaps, from their point of view, natural ; 
but I do not know why they should 
extend that mistrust to the Colonies, 
or to the Parliament, or the people of this 
country, because that is what it comes 
to. 

I desire, before I sit down, to notice 
one observation of the noble mover’s, 
which I heard with some regret ; he made 
it in the course of the very eloquent 
and animated peroration with which 
he ended his speech. He told your 
Lordships that in his view it was to the 
tie of sentiment to which we ought to 
look if we desired to maint:in the unity 
of the Empire, and [ do not think I 
misquote him when I say that he referred 
to the commercial tie as being one of 
a baser kind. I desire to raise my voice 
against the suggestion that there is 
anything base or sordid in the desire 
of the people of this country and of the 
Colonies to increase and foster Imperial 
trade. I believe, on the contrary, that 
the commercial tie is one of the soundest 
and healthiest ties by which a grea! 
community can be held together, and 
I for one rejoice that an effort should 
be made to increase the strength of 
that tie. Why, my Lords, in the 
oflice which I have the honour to fill 
at this moment, [ am_ constantly 
brought into contact with the great 
Chambers of Commerce in this country, 
and with people who represent the trade 
of Great Britain in all parts of the world. 
Shall I be expected to tell them when 
they come to me that their interests are 
base and sordid interests? I am afraid 
we must oppose the Motion of my noble 
friend ; his Motion has been described to 
us 88 & very innocent one; but without 
being unduly suspicious, I must express 
my general doubt as to the objects with 
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which these ingeniously worded Motions | one thing some light has been thrown on 


are brought before Parliament, The | 
drafting of these Resolutions has now 
become a fine art, and my noble friend has 
produced the latest effort of the kind. 
We cannot bind ourselves to any pledges 
bevond those which have already been 
given repeatedly, and with much dis- 
tinctness, by the Prime Minister. and we | 
desire that this conference should not be 
tied and fettered by detailed restrictions. 


Lord BALFOUR or BURLETGH: fn | 
what way would my Resolution fetter | 
the conference? It merely asks that the 
people of this country should be informed | 
of the conditions. There is no question | 
of fettering. 


The Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
understood the whole tenor of my noble 
friend’s speech to be that he desired thot 
the people of this country should have 
explained to them in detail what were the 
limits beyond which the inquiries of the | 
conference should not go. If fT am mis- | 
taken, perhaps the Lod will 
explain 2 


noble 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: T) 
stand by the terms of the Motion. 


THe Marguess or LANSDOWNE : 
Exactly, that confirms what T ventured 
to say a moment ago. Those Motions are 
draited with much ingenuity; it is 
impossible to understand their exact 
bearing until you heir the speeches by 
which they are explained, and I say that 
the speech in which this Motion was | 
introduced shows that its object is to 


| few years ago. 


a point on which there was some doubt 
—namely, what was to be the position 
of the next conference if the Government 
should remain in power. We under- 
stand that then the conference, which 


‘would naturally be called next vear, 


will not be a conference ad hoc—to dis- 
cuss this most important question of 
fiscal changes, but will be an ordinary 
conference, and that it would be necessary 
to postpone to a further vear the sub- 


mission to this country, and to the 
inhabitants of the Colonies, of those 
great issues which have been brought 


before them. 


Tam glad to think that the matter is 
not so urgent as Was represented to usa 
In 1903 it was said that 
this country was on a decline, and that 
unless an almost iminediate decision was 
come to on these questions the tie 
which binds us to the Colonies would 
be weakened. Now we know that next 
year there may be an ordinary conference, 
and that the summoning of the conier- 
ence itself may be deferred to a future 
year, and then it would be to a pau'o- 
post-futurum conference that the decision 
would ultimately be relegated. [am 


| quite satisfied with that course of affairs, 


I never thought the matter was so 
urgent a: was represented in the burning 
speeches we heard in 1903. T congratu- 
late His Majesty’s Government, I cordi- 
ally agree with them in the position to 


| which they have come, that all this talk 


about the urgency of the case was really 


'exaggerated, and that we can calmly 


deprive the couference of that free and | 


unrestricted opportunity which w> desire 


it should have, and for that reason we | : 
‘any urgency for recasting our whole 


shall certainly oppose the Motion. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My 


Lords, 


| fiseal system. 


for my part I think I may congratulate | 


my noble friend Lord Balfour on the | i 
. | eh 


success which his Motion has had. I 


do not scruple to say that I think the | 


speech of my noble friend the Secretary | ee - ; 
“more subinitted to the constituencies. 


of State for Foreign Affairs, coupled with 


that of the noble Duke who answered | 


the mover. on the whole very satisfactory. 
I think that we have received a great 
deal of most important information, | 
which was not in our hands before. For | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


look forward to a sensible and quiet 
dis-ussion with the Colonies of the great 

. 1* . y 
questions which have been raised. We 
are iree now for some vears as regards 


I congratulate my noble 
friend Lord Balfour on having elicited 
the expression—the renewed 
expression ~of His Majesty’s Govern- 
to the effect that no conference 
is to have any power to decide any of 
these questions before the matter is once 


clenrest 


The noble Lord the President of the 
Tariff Reform Commission, to whose 
speech we have all listened with great 
interest, expressed his profound d-s- 
appointment at this renewed declaration 








— 
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of the Government, that there was not to 
be a conference which should decide any- 
thing, but only a conference which was 
to come to some conclusions which were 
afterwards to be submi.ted to another 
decision of the eleciorate. I cannot agree 
in the regret of the noble Lord. T rejoice 
that these great changes are to be con- 
sidered deliberately and are not to be 
decided by a conference without a real 
appeal to the people of this country. 
This is clear, this is decided once for all, 
that it will only be after two elections 
that we shall have before us the questions 
which are to be submitted to the confer- 
ence. I congratulate Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh on having obtained a clear de- 
claration to the effect that the Prime 
Minister is opposed to the taxation of 
food. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
The protective taxation of food. 


Viscount GOSCHEN : 
include the two shillings? My noble 
friend does not answer. I understand 
that the Prime Minister is opposed to the 
taxation of food proposed by Mr. Cham- 
berlain. If that is so, we have cleared 
the ground to a great extent, and I am 
not so anxious for any special instructions 
to be given to our representatives at the 
conference. If it is known by the Colonies 
when their representatives come here that 
the Prime Minister is opposed to the taxa- 
tion of food, they have been advised of 
the general tendency of this country. 
Who will be chosen to represent this 
country at the conference is a matter on 
which we can scarcely expect the Govern- 
ment to be very explicit, although it is a 
matter of the deepest importance. I do 
not think they will commission Mr. 
‘‘hamberlain to represent us at the con- 
ference. We know now that the Colonies 
have notice, from the words which have 
fallen from the Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies, that the Prime Minister is 
opposed to the taxation of food. 


Does that 


THe Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: 


Protective taxation. 


Viscount GOSCHEN : Will the nobie 
Duke explain the difference ? 
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THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH 
No, indeed, I will not. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My position 
would be this. In the sime way as we 
have been advised by the representatives 
of the Colonies that they are not prepared 
to meke concessions to us in the way of 
lowering duties to admit our manufac- 
tures, so they have been advised that we 
are opposed to the taxation of food and 
raw materials, The two parties will 
meet with this notification to each other. 
If that is the case, I say I shall not 
demand or expect the Government to 
give any precise instructions to those who 
represent us at the conference. Noble 
Lords will excuse me if I say it, but I 
think we may congratulate ourselves 
upon four most able speeches that have 
been made this evening by some of the 
youngest Members of this House. It is 
a great advantage to the House that 
four such speeches should have been 
made as have been made by the Duke of 
Marlborough, Lord Beauchamp, Lord 
Lytton, and Lord Ridley, and I think 
the discussion has perhaps been in some 
respects more satisfactory than some of 
the much longer and more heated de- 
bates in another place. I think we have 
arrived at some better conclusions. It 
has been said, ‘‘ The Colonies have made 
these offers to vou, what are you going to 
give them in return? The Colonies have 
given you great advantages in prefer- 
ence; what will vou do for them ?” 
Well, I think there is one answer 
which this country can make to the 
Colonies, and that is this, ‘If on the 
one hand you have given us some 
preferences, and [ value them —~—” 
Let it be perfectly understood that I 
and many of those who act with me 
value them also. We value these pre- 
ferences. We think that the Colonies 
have shown the best temper in the 
world in granting us these preferences, 
and for my part Iam glad that a con- 
ference should be called in order to dis- 
cuss the whole of this question. 
I do not associate myself with any 
of the observations which have been made 
which are derogatory to the calling of the 
conference. I rejoice in it; I think it is 
well. But what I was going to say was 
this. ‘Do we do nothing for the Colonies 
while thev have made concessions to us ? 
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Words have been spoken to-night with | 
regard to the various ties which bind us | 
Some think | 


and the Colonies together. 
that it is the ties of commerce which are to 
make the union between ourselves and our 
Colonies closer, and I trust if those ties 
are made they will bind us tight. Others 
have spoken of the ties of sentiment, 
which have acted in the past, which have 
acted during a time of severe pressure on 
this country, and which have proved 
that, without any commercial union with 
the Colonies, they were ready to come to 
our assistance, and to show how they as- 
sociated themselves with Imperial ques- 
tions before this question of commercial 
union had been raised. But there is an- 
other tie which binds us to the Colonies, 
the tie of common defence, the tie which 
consists in the fact that we put forward 
the whole power of this Empire, not only 
to defend our own shores, not only to de- 
fend our own commerce, but to defend 
our Colonies with as great an energy and 
determination that no colony shall be 
hurt by any foreign country as we exer- 
cise in protecting our own shores. 

And what have we done in order to 
secure that that tie of common defence 
shall be carried out and strengthened to 
the advantage of the Colonies as well as 
of ourselves. We have doubled our mili- 
tary and naval expenditure. We have 
done all we can to put ourselves in a posi- 
tion to assist the Colonies and to defend 
them against the increasing power of 
foreign countries and against all the 
newer dangers which may threaten 
them. Is that nothing that we 
can take into the common fund of 
Imperial defence, of Imperial unity, 
of Imperial interests ? The noble Duke 
spoke, and spoke with eloquence, of 
what Canada had done for us by increas- 
ing our trade with herself, and what an 
advantage this country has received. 
But think of the enormous increase of 
taxation which has been put upon this 
country, and this country alone, in 
order to defend not only ourselves, but 


{LORDS} 


the Empire at large. I think we may | 


fairly put forward a claim to the Colonies 
that if they have given us some prefer- 
ences, which we value, not only for the 
material advantage which has accrued, 
but for the spirit in which they have 
been given, we on our side also have 


made some contributions to the common , 


Viscount Goschen. 
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interests of the Empire at large by the 
enormous accession of taxation which 
has been borne by this country. I think 
that is a fair plea that may be urged by 
our representatives, whoever they may 
be, in this conference, which I hope will 
conduce to the advantage both of this 
country and of the Colonies. 


I think my noble friend has gained 
much by this debate. I have no excep- 
tion to take to the speech which was 
made by the Leader of the House, and 
in those circumstances I cannot think 
that it would be advisable for him to 
divide the House on the Motion which 
he has set down. He has had an Answer 
to his Question, and if he were to carry 
the Motion, which perhaps we may 
doubt, I do not think that we should be 
any more forward than we are at the 
present moment. We should not be 
able to elicit any more information from 
His Majesty’s Government. I think they 
have told us all we are likely to gain 
from them, and, therefore, [ would ven- 
ture to advise my noble triend—and in 
that I have the approval, I believe, of 
the Duke of Devonshire—not to push his 
Motion to a division, 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, it will only be by the indulgence 
of the House that I intervene in this 
debate after the Leaders have spoken, 
and after the speech of Lord Goschen. 
I had no intention of doing so, but | 
claim your indulgence because I confess 
that, entering this House with a candid 
mind, I have been rather filled with sus- 
picion irom what has occurred in the 
course of the debate. In regard to this 
Question of Lord Balfour of Burleigh’s, 
I occupy a somewhat diiferent position 
from any of those represented in the 
speeches to which we have listened. 
As I read it, I thought it a somewhat 
academical Question, academical in more 
senses than one. One sense, I am 
afraid, may seem somewhat offensive to 
the Front Bench opposite ; but I thought 
it academical in this sense, that I do not 
think, so far as I can gather from the 
symptoms that have appeared in the 
country, that it is very likely that they 
will be called upon after the next general 
election to summon a Colonial Confer- 
ence, and, therefore, I confess there is ar 
air of unreality in discussing the question 
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of what His Majesty’s present Govern- 
ment will do after the next general elec- 
tion is decided. 

Well, it is also academical in another 
sense. It asks a number of Questions 
which are irreproachable in their nature 
and contents, and, therefore, it does 
not seem necessary to vote on the 
propositions laid down in the Motion. 
But Iwas glad to hear that the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack took 
much the same view as I am taking. He 
said, as I understood him, that there 
were conditions as to which no debate 
could arise. I am not often fortunate 
enough to be in harmony with the noble 
and learned Lord; but on this occasion 
I find myself in agreement with him. 
What are these Questions from which I 
am afraid we have departed under the 
leadership of the noble Duke? And 
let me congratulate him that, among the 
many promising speeches delivered by 
Peers of a younger generation, he should 
have delivered a speech which has en- 
abled him to occupy the unique position 
of having sprung ina single night to be 
hailed as the leader and mouthpiece of 
the great Conservative Party and of the 
(covernment of which he is as yet nomin- 
ally only a subordinate member. But 
what are the Questions from which we 
have departed so much under his leader- 
ship ¢ 

““Under what conditions will the conference 
be summoned ? ” 


I understand from what has been said 
that it will be summoned on the condi- 
tions of free speech. 

“What Colonies and dependencies will be 
invited to send representatives ?”’ 

That is a question which may be left to 
the future. It is not a question really of 
such great importance as it seems to be 
on the Paper. 

“ How far will any decision arrived at be held 
as binding upon His Majesty’s Government and 
the United Kingdom ?”’ 

It is quite clear that no decision of a 
Colonial Conference can be held as binding 
on the United Kingdom without the con- 
sent and approval of Parliatwent. There- 
fore | say that these Questions were in 
their nature academic. They have :aised a 
very interesting discussion. We have had 
various avowals, chiefly, I think, from 
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what dubious silence on the part of his 
colleagues; and we have had a sort of 
catechetical speech from the noble and 
learned Lord opposite, who seemed to 
bring the whole Front Bench opposite, 
one after another, on to their legs to 
answer the Questions which he put. But 
that is not business in the true sense of 
the word. It is academic. It rests for 
foundation on the existence of th: 
present Government after the general 
election, and it rests on their ability to 
answer some general Questions whic! 
they find no difficulty in answering in 
the way that Governments generally 
answer Questions. 


Why is it that I feel called upon to 
intervene in this debate when I have 
regarded it as somewhat academic from 
the commencement? I will tell you in a 
sentence. The whole of this conference 
has had a sinister career. In the ordinary 
course of things, with a four years’ limit, 
an ordinary conference would be called 
in 1906. Well, what was the origin of 
this conference? We were told in 1903 
that it was a vital crisis to the Empire; 
that it was a question of now or never ; 
that we were refusing an offer which was 
like the Sibylline books, and wou!d be 
shortly withdrawn. We were plunged in- 
to an agony of expectation as to what was 
to happen next to the Empire which 
hitherto had seemed so united. The 
last conference had only been a year 
before. We asked in vain what had 
occurred in the eight months since the 
separation of that conference and the 
middle of May, 1903, that it should 
be proclaimed that the Empire was 
i Then had alarms 


in danger. we 
and excursions for fifteen months 
more. Then we cime to a moment on 


which Lord Balfour laid very insufficient 
stress. Indeed, he went out of his way 
to say that he passed it by altogether. 
Tt was the Answer of the Prime Minister 
in August of last vear to the Question 
whether he was going to call a Colonial 
Conference. To that question the Prime 
Minister replied that he had no idea of 
the kind. Wut two monihs afterwards he 
hurriedly summoned a meeting at Edin- 
burgh, and called his friends round him, 
to announce that he had discovered a 
great new policy which had apparently 


the noble Duke, sustamed by a some-, occurred to no one else before—that of 
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summoning a Colonial Conference at the 
earliest possible date. When you con- 
sider all that had passed, when you 
consider the Answer which the Prime 
Minister had given in August, when you 
pass on to the statement that he made in 
October, T ask, is the statement of my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition in the other House, to which 
the noble Marquess alluded with such 
contumely—TI ask, is the statement over- 
charged, that this conference was ca!led, 
not to unite the British Empire, but to 
unite the Conservative Party ? 


That is the origin of this Conference. 
The attempt is now made to convert 
it into the battle-ery of a_ general 
election. I do not believe, even if the 
Government had been more ingenuous 
end more diifuse in their explanations 
tonight than they hive been, that 
there is eny chance of that conference 
being a substantial issue <t the next 
general election; and, therefore, from 
my point of view, all this has been 
academic. The history of the conference 
has been sinister, Jt is not a candid 
proposition that has been laid befere the 
country. It is not an open policy, It 
is our old friend the red herring drawn 
across the inconvenient path of the 
erratic Member for West Birmingham. 
But if this be academic, how does it fit 
in with tle sinister position of this policy ? 
[ say that the propositions laid down 
in the Motion of the noble Lord are so 
innocent that, if the Government were 
sincere in their policy, if they merely 
desired an open conference of the kind 
that they have so frequently described, 
they could not raise a finger in opposition 
to the Motion. “ But, ah!” says the noble 
Marquess, with that perspicuity and that 
nose for the suspicious which has made 
him so great an authority in foreign 
affairs—“Ah,” says he, ‘the Motion is 
no'hing. These Motions are made out 
as traps forthe unwary. I do not look 
at the Motion. Perish the Motion! What 
I look at is the dangerous, the misleading, 
the casuistical speech of my noble friend 
Lord Balfour.”’ 


*THEe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
did not make use of those ep.thets. 


Tue Kart or ROSEBERY: No; the 
noble Marquess did not. I put in the 


The Earl of Rosebery. 
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epithets; I enriched his vocabulary, 
But they were allin his vo'ce and in h’s 
intonation, though they were not in his 
speech. But now I come to the final 
question, which alone has brought me to 
my feet, and no speech is needed in 
answer to it. Why, if it is against the 
speech of Lord Balfour that the Govern- 
ment are going to vote to-night, did 
they direct the issue of a three-lined Whip 
three days before that speech was spo sen? 


1244 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: | 
ask the permission of the House to with- 
draw the Motion. 


Peim'ssion for leave to withdraw the 
said Motion having been refused. 


On Quest on ; resolved in the negative, 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Eleven o'clock, to 
Thursday next, —half-past 
Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, (Nth Apri’, 1905, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Seeaker laid upon the Table 
Report from ove of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.:—Hastings Harbour _ Bill 
[Lords]; Hessle Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lords} ; 
Metropolitan Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 

(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
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SUBSTITUTED BILLS [LORDS] (STAND- 
ING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SpeAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, introduced in 
accordance with the provisions of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, originating in the Lords, and 
referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz.:— 

Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Pill be read a second 
tlie. 


Croydon Gas Bill. Read the third t'me, 
and passed, 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuatio.) 


sill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 
McConnell’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. 


Read a second time; and committed. 


Woolwich Borough Council Bill (by 
Order). As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time, 


Electric Lighting Provisional Ord:rs 
(No. 1) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 and 1888, relating to Bury 
(Rural), Conway ; Goldborne ; Haydock ; 
Hipperholme; Little Lever: Southall- 
Norwood; Spalding; Whitwood; and 
Whitworth ;”? presented by Mr. Bonar 
Law ; supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; 
read the first time; and referred to the 
fxaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 160.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill. “To confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade, under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Ballaghaderreen,” prese:t d 
by Mr. Bonar Law; supported by Mr. 


Victor Cavendish; read the first time; | 
and referred to the Examiners of Peti- | 


tions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 161.] 
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Halifax Corporation Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee [Section A]; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


from the Lords. 


Stockport Corporation Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police an! 
Sanitary Committee (Section A]; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bristol Corporation Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee [Section B]; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Select 
Comunittee ; 


1.‘ That, in the ease of the Worcester- 
shire County Council (Bridges), Petition 
for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to 
be dispensed with. That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill. 


2. “That, in the case of the Levens 
Patent Bill [Lords], tne Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with. That the 
parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill. 


3. That, inthe case of the Great 
Northern (freland) and Midland Rail- 
ways Bill, Petition for dispensing with 
Standing Order 128 in the case of the 
Petition of the ‘Portadown Urban 
District Council,’ against the Biull, re- 
committed Resolution of the 6th day of 
April, referred to the said Select Com- 
mittee with a view to consider whether, 
under the circumstances of the case, 
Standing Order 128 should be dispensed 
with in respect of the said Petition, the 
said Standing Orders ought not to be 
dispensed with.” 


First two Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 

That ther have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) 
Bill, without Amendment, 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to extend the periods pre- 


| scribed by the scheme of arrangement 
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relating to the Mortgage Insurance 
Corporation, Limited, for the liquidation 
of their affairs; and for other purposes.” 
[Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[Lords.] 


Questions. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
effect a fusion of the undertaking of the 
Hand-in-Hand Fire and Life Insurance 
Society with that of the Commercial 
Union Assurance Company, Limited ; 
and for other purposes.” [Commercial 
Union Assurance Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the Urban 
District Council of Clacton in regard to 
the Seashore Recreation Grounds and 
other matters; and to make further and 
better provisions in regard to the health, 
local government, and improvement of 
their district: and for other purposes,” 
[Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act 
to authorise the Truro Water Company 
to construct additional waterworks, 
acquire lands, and raise further moneys ; 
and for other purposes.” [Truro Water 


Bill [Lords.] 


Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Commercial Union Assurance 
Sill [Lords]; Clacton Improvement Bill 
[Lords]; Truro Water Bill [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to the 
iJxaminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 


ee 


PETITIONS. 


HIGHLAND LIGHT INFANTRY. 
Petition from Glasgow, against 
isolation from the other regiments of 
the Highland Brigade; to lie upon the 
Table, 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Bellsh ll; 
Edinburgh; Glasgow; Perth; 
‘Troon; to lie upon the Table. 
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Thames; Lewisham; Lincoln; and 
North Kensington; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COAL IMPORTS (FRANCE). 
Return [presented 10th April] to be 


printed, [No, 121.] 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDITIONAL 
LICENCE). 


Copy presented, of a Licence granted 
to James Smith, to which are annexed 
conditions other than those contained in 
Schedule A. of the Penal Servitude Act, 
1864 [by Act]; to le upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Reports 
No. 446 (St. Vincent) Annual Report for 
1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA (TRADE). 

Copy presented, of Tables relating to 
the Trade of British India with British 
Possessions and Foreign Countries for 
the five years 1899-1900 to 1903-4 [hy 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 

NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ 
(IRELAND) PENSION FUND. 

Annual Accounts presented, of Re- 
ceipts and Payments for the year ended 
3lst December, 1904 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
Irish National School Teachers. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, $.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to a statement made in 


the House on April 18th, 1904,f by his 
| predecessor in 
| teachers being at the absolute mercy of 


reference to national 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE's | the managers; whether he has recently 
SISTER BILL. 


against; from Clevedon; 
Kingston-on 


Petitions 


Folkestone; Holyhead; 


been appealed to by Protestant teachers 
for redress ; and, if so, what steps, if any, 


t See (4) Debates, cxxxiii., 436. 
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1949 Questions, 


does he intend taking to remove the 
alleged grievances. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) [have 
read the statement referred to. I have not 
yet received the appeal mentioned, but 
will give it careful consideration when 
received. The matter appears to be one 
very largely for the managers and teachers 
to settle between themselves. The Com- 
missioners of National Education provide 
certain forms of agreement for execution 
between managers and teachers; and 
they cannot further intervene. 


Railway Rates for Carriage of Fish from 
North of Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate whether he can 
vee his way to communicate with the 
railway Companies concerned with a 
view to secure a reduction in the through 
rates charged for the carriage of fish from 
the North of Scotland to the southern 


markets. 


(Answered by Mr. Scoti Dickson.) 1 
am sorry that [ can only refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer I gave to a similar 
(Juestion on February 27th.T 


Port Ness Harbour. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord-Advo- 
cate, in v.ew of the fact that the harbour 
and breakwater at Port Ness, Island of 
Lewis, are in such a condit on as not to 
warrant the expenditure requisite to 
render the harbour of service to the 
fishermen, will he state whether Messrs. 
i). and T. Stevenson, by whom the plans 
ior this harbour were prepared, are still 
employed by the Scottish Office. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) There 
are no harbour works at present in pro- 
vresS under the superintendence of the 
S-ottish Office which require the employ- 
ment of a professional firm of civil 
engineers. 


Education of Children of Tinker Families 
in Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR: Toask the Lord-Advocate, 
having regard to the fact that a number 
of children of school age, belonging to 
tinker families in Scotland, receive no 
education whatever, will he state whether 


+ See (4) Debates, esli., 1321. 
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he can see his way to so amend the 
Education (Scotland) Bill now before 
Parliament as to secure to these children 
the benefits of education. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) This 
matter is one of great difficulty, which 
has received and is still receiving most 
careful consideration. 


Waveney School, Ballymena. 
Mere. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that 


,the Waveney School in Ballymena has 


been in operation in temporary preniises 
since August, 1903, and has been 
reported upon by the sub-inspector in 
November, 1904, by a chief inspector 
in May, 1904, and by another chief 
inspector in December, 1904; will he 
state when and by whom the Waveney 
School temporary premises were reported 
as unsuitable and insanitary; and when 
was intimation to that effect first given 
to the manager of the Waveney School. 


(Answ.red by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Waveney applicant school, Ballymena, has 
been in operation in temporary premises 
since August, 1905. The application for 
aid was rep rted on by the local inspector 
in December, 1903, and by the Board’s 
two chief inspectors in May, 1904, and 
December, 1904, respectively. In the May 
report of the chief inspector it was stated 
that the premises were unsuitable, that 
there was no playground, and that there 
was very insufficieiit out-office accommo- 
dation, The chief inspector who visited 
in December reported, in addition to the 
foregoing defects, that he found children 
crowded into a room of cramped dimen- 
sions (19 feet 6 inches by 9 feet 8 inches 
by 10 feet) and that the air in this room 
was very much vitiated and dangerous to 
the health of teachers and pupils. The 
Commissioners are satisfied that this 
school is not required, and they have so 
informed the applicant on several 
occasions. In replying on March 6th 
last to a letter from the applicant, in 
which temporary recognition of the 
school was sought for, the Commissioners, 
while refusing such recognition on the 
grounds that the school was not required, 
stated as an additional reason for not 


aiding the school, even temporarily 
va 
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that the premises were unsuitable and | 
insanitary. 


(Juestions, 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- | 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that when the chief 
inspector visited the Waveney School, 
Ballymena, in December, 1904, there 
were 149 pupils on the roll,of these ninety- | 
eight being infants, and forty-eight of 
them had never attended any other school 
in Ballymena ; that the remaining fifty 
infants were withdrawn from the follow- 
ing :—Guy’s Infants (35), Model Infants 
(10), Harry ville Girls (5); and if he will 


COMMONS} 





(Questions. 1959 
state what available accommodation 
‘exists in these schools, allowing ten 


square feet per pupil. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) When 
the Board’s chief inspector visited the 
Waveney applicant school, Ballymena, 
in| December last, he found 149 pupils 
on rolls, 91 of whom were under eight 
years of age. The chief inspector 
reported that of the pupils on rolls only 
33, all infants, had not been at school 
before, and that the remaining 116 had 
been withdrawn from the following 
school — 











| | 
Schools Number ‘Accommodation at 10| iia 
saree withdrawn. | square feet per pupil. | oe 
Model Schools - : - 27 375 167 
Guy’s Schools - . - - 57 422 401 
Harryville — - . : - 6 448 | 414 
Ballymoney Street-  - — - 4 193 | 94 
| 
Other National Schools out- | 
side Ballymena - - “ 22 — — 
: | 








The following tabular statement shows 
the average attendance and the ac- 
commodation at nine and ten square feet 
per pupil at the Model Infants, Guy’s | 


‘feet for each pupil in 


Infants, 
Schools. 


and Harryville Girls National 

An allowance of nine square 
attendanee is 
considered sufficient in infants’ schools. 





Schools. Average Attendance.| 9 square feet. 10 square feet. 
Model Infants - - - 57 89 81 
Guy’s Infants . - - 156 155 140 
Harryville Girls - - - 207 252 224 











Rebuilding of Guy’s: National School 
Ballymena—Approval of Site. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- | 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | 
if he will state what steps have been | 
taken towards the rebuilding of Guy’s 
National Schools, Ballymena; if the | 
Commissioners are satisfied that an | 


| eligible site has been procured by the 
| governors of Guy’s School ; and have 
they approved of it. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
| grant towards the rebuilding has been 
provisionally sanctioned, and the site has 
been favourably reported on by the Board 
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of Works, but the acceptance of the site 
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will acquaint him with the result in due 


(Questions, 


will not be decided on until plans and | course. 


specifications have been received and | 
considered. 


Discovery of Smokeless Coal in British 
North Borneo. 

Mr. WEIR: ‘To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies it he can furnish 
information in regard to the reported 
discovery of smokeless coal in the North- 
East of British North Borneo. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
We understand that a discovery of 
smokeless coal has been made at a place 
called Jambongon, on the north-east 
coast of the British North Borneo 
Company’s territory. Full details have 
not yet been received, but investigations 
are in progress. 


Cotton Cultivation in British North 

orneo. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether any 
companies have yet been formed with a 
view to the cultivation of cotton in 
British North Borneo; and can he state 
whether any samples of native cotton 
have been submitted to British valuers; 
and, if so, with what result. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
We are informed that a company is in 
course of formation with a view to the 
cultivation of rubber with catch crops of 
cotton in British North Borneo. Samples 
cf native cotton have been examined 
and have been favourably reported upon. 


Improved Mail Service at Millport and 
Kilchattan Bay. 
“Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire) : 
Postmaster-General whether his attention 
has been directed to the need of an 
improved mail service at Millport and at 
Kilchattan Bay; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of an early 
moraing delivery and departure via 


| 
| 


'to remedy 


Promotion of Assistant Postmen. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that in Liverpool, 
Glasgow, and other places, there are 
assistant postmen with more than three 
years service for whom there appear no 
chances of early appointment to full 
duties; and whether he will take steps 
this, in accordance with the 
promise made by the Postmaster-General 
in 1903 that assistant postmen should be 


given full appointments after not more 


To ask the | 


Fairlie, to continue throughout the year. | 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 


having inquiry made into the question of 


than three years service as assistants, 
and on reaching the age of twenty. 


(Answered by Uord Stanley.) 1 am 
aware of the facts to which the hon. 
Member refers. The difficulty results 
from the scheme whereby half the 
vacancies on the class of postmen are 
given to ex-soldiers or ex-sailors, and 
half to Post Office servants. During the 
war the operation of the scheme was 
disturbed, sinc: Reservists could not be 
obtained, and consequently an undue 
proportion of Post Otlice servants 
entered the class of assistant postmen. 


The scheme being now once more in full 


operation, the Post Office servants, 
notwithstanding their exeessive numbers, 
have only half the vacancies as full 
postman, and consequently — their 
promotion is retarded. I trust that this 
state of things, though unfortunate, is 
only temporary, and no efloré on my 
pat shall be spared to relieve it. No 
absolute promise was made in 1903 that 
full appointments would be given after 
not more than three years service as 
assistant postman, or before reaching tie 
age of twenty. My predecessor under- 
took only that this should be done as far 
as possible. 


Altacarry Head Lighthouse, Rathlin 
Island. 


Mr. O? DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 


ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 


whether the attention of the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights has been called to 


provi ling the additional postal facilities | the fact that the lighthouse on Altacarry 


to which the hon. 


VOL, CXLIV. [Fouern Series.| 


Member refers, and [ | Heal, Rathlin Island, } 


ving on the east 


2X 
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side of the island, is entirely invisible ; 


from the West, and only comes into view 
in a north-westerly direction to vessels 
coming from the westward ; and whether 
those interested in the coast trade of the 
North-West of Ireland have requested the 
Commissioners to erect a new lighthouse 
with fog syren or gun on the west end of 
the island, arranged s0 ag to serve the 
south side of the island; and if the 
Commissioners purpose erecting such a 
light, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Repre- 
sentations were made to the Commis- 
sioners of Irish Lights by the Advisory 
Committee of Shipowners, etc., on New 
Lighthouse Works, urging the erection of 
a lighthouse and fog signal at the western 
end of Rathlin Island, The Commissioners 
estimated the probable cost at between 
£20,000 and £25,000, and applied for the 
necessary financial sanction of the Boar 
of Trade, who withheld it in deference to 
the wish of the Advisory Committee, who 
expressed the view that, although they 
had in the first instance asked for this 
work, the necessity for it was not great 
enough to warrant so large an expendi- 
ture, 


French Import Duties on Hams. 
Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
what are the French import duties on 
hams of British origin; and what are the 
corresponding duties on hams o! American 
or Canadian origin. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
French import duty on hams of English 
or Irish origin is at the rate of 30 francs 
per 100 kilogs. (12s. 2d. per cwt.) American 
or Canadian hams pay 50 frances per 100 
kilogs. (£1 Os. 4d. per cwt.), and, in 
addition, a surtaze dentrepet of 3 francs 
60 cents. per 100 kilogs. (1s. 5) d. per ewt.) 
if imported vii a European country. 


Sale of the “ Boadicea.’ 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what are the percentage terms upon 
which the “ Boadicea ” is being broken 
up. 
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(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
terms are that the Admiralty will receive 
the reserve price placed upon the sale of 
this ship as @ minimum, and, in addition, 
a& percentage upon any suin realised 
above this reserve. It is not desirable 
to state what this percentage rate is. 


Questions. 


Issue of Annuities for Payment for Elec- 
tric Light and Power in Naval Es- 
tablishments. 

Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury for 
what period annuities have been issued 
to pay for electric light and power in 
naval establishments under the Naval 
Works Act, 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The Act referred to sanctions borrowing 
for any period up to thirty years. The 
annuities so far set up run for twenty- 
nine years. They provide for repayment 
of sums borrowed for the purposes of the 
Act generally. 


Income-Tax Abatements. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS: To ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer what was the 
total amount of abatements paid to 
incone-tax payers during the year ending 
March 31st, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
If the hon. Member will refer to Table 
COXXXIV., on page 229 of the Report 
of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
for the year 1903-4[Cd. 2228], he will 
find an analysis of the repayments of the 
income-tax made in each of the ten years 
to March 31st, 1904. It shows that in 
the year ending March Slst, 1904, the 
sum repaid in respect of *‘ Abatements” 
was £931,703 out of a total of £2,868,798 
for repayments of all kinds. 


Imperial Revenue— Contributions from 
Direct and Indirect Taxation. 

Mr. MOUNT (Berkshire, Newbury): 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state what were the 
proportions contributed by direct taxa- 
tion and indirect taxation respectively to 
the actual revenue in the years 1894-5, 
_ 1899-1900, and 1904-5, and to the 
_ estimated revenue in the year 1905-6. 
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(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | Local Taxation Revenue) derived from 
The proportions of Tax Revenue (ex- | direct and indirect taxes respectively, 


(Questions. 


\w 


MC 








cluding Coal Export Duty, but including ' are as follows— 





Year. 





= : Ss cen | 


1894-5 . ‘ — & P 
1899-1900 . : e 6 . 
1904-5 (approximate) . ; as 


105-6 (Budget Estimate) . : 


Direct. | Indirect. 
- . 45°4 54°6 
P 48-4 516 
49°] 50°9 
3 50’2 49°8 








French Duties on British and Indian 
Silk and Jute Goods. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India what are the 
French import duties on Indian silk goods 
and Indian jute goods ; and what are the 
corresponding duties on British silk goods 
and british jute goods. 


(dnswered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The French import duties on silk goods 
on jute goods are numerous, owing 
minuteness of classification 
adopted in the tariff. The various duties 
on silk goods and jute goods the manu- 
re of the United Kingdom are set 

out In detail on pages 80-82 and 100-102 
oi the Parliamentary Return of Foreign 


{« the 


iavoured-nation treatinent, enjoys certain 
conventional rates which do not apply 
to India. 


Sentence on J. R. Sullivan, of Millstreet, 
County Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of His 
Excellency has recently been called to 
the case of a prisoner named John R. 
Sullivan, of Millstreet, county Cork, who 
Was sentenced at the Winter Assizes, 
Nenagh, 1891, to fourteen years and ten 
years penal servitude, to run 
cutively; and whether, in view of the 
prisoner’s conduct, and the circum- 
stances of his wife and family, His 
Excellency can now see his way to exer- 


conse- 





Inport Duties for 1904. Similar goods 
the produce or manufacture of India pay 
the same duties, except so far as the! 
nited Kingdom, in virtue of most- 


cise his prerogative and commute the 
sentence of this man. 


Mr. JOHN O’CONNOR (Kildare, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a man named John R. 
Sullivan, of Millstreet, county Cork, was 
sentenced at the Nenagh Assizes, 1891, 
to two terms of imprisonment, viz., 
fourteen years and ten years, to run 
consecutively, and that this prisoner’s 
conduct has been regarded by the prison 
authorities as so exemplary that the tirst 
term expired in 1902; and whether, in 
view of the prisoner's conduct and of the 
circumstances of his wife and fainily, and 
also that life sentences and long-term 
imprisonments for offences committed 
about the same period have been com- 
mutel, he will recommend the Lord- 
Lieutenant to order the early release of 


| this prisoner, who has already suffered 








fourteen and a half years imprisonment. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) lunder- 
stand that this case has already been con- 
sidered by the Lord-Lieutenant, and that 
it will again come before him in due 
course. It does not fall within my pro- 
vince to make any recommendation in the 
matter. 


Caldbeck Estate, Queen’s County. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Gssory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will furnish a copy of the report of 
the inspector appointed by the Estates 
Commissioners in connection with the 


2X 2 
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Questions, 


proposed sale of the Caldbeck Estate, 
Queen’s County. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) These 
reports are furnished for the information 
of the Commissioners, and are confi- 


dential documents which cannot be made | 


public. 


Rifle Manufacture—Cost of Inspection. 


Carrarn NORTON (Newington, W.): | 


To ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office if he 
cost of inspection per rifle at Enfield, as 


compared with that at the Birmingham | 


Small Arms and London Small Arms 


Factories respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) | 


It is estimated that the cost of inspec- 
tion of rifles made at Enfield and by the 
Birmingham Small Arms and London 


Small Arms Factories during the past | 


financial year is the same. 


Civilian Chaplains serving in the 
South African War. 


Cartan NORTON: 
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can state the estimated | 


To ask the Secre- | 
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Questions. 


Admiralty Sales of Blue Serges. 
Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.): I beg to 
|ask the Secretary to the Admiralty if he 
will state the value of the blue serges 


sold by auction and tender in the months 
of November, December, January, and 
| February last. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or tue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arruur Leg, Hampshire, 
Fareham): Blue serge, value about £3,000, 
was sold—all by auction—at Deptford on 


the 6th December, 1204. This was the 
only sale of serge during the period 


| named in the hon. Member’s Question. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : Cannot 
the hon, Gentleman give the price per 
yard realise ? 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY ([slington, 


|N.): And are you not at the present 
/moment buying serges ? 

| 

| Mr. ARTHUR LEE: I must ask for 


notice of any further Question:. 


tary of State for War if he can state why | 


acting chaplains who served with the 


troops in South Africa during the late 
campaign have not received the gratuity 


of £100, to which, by the wording of | 


Article 601 B of the Pay Warrants, they 
appear to be entitled ; and whether these 
officers are entitled to any allowance for 
outfit. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretury Arnold- 
Forster.) Civilian clergy employed with 
troops were not regarded as appointed 
to military positions in the Imperial 
forces during emergency, and were 
consequently ineligible for the gratuity 
specially given on retirement from such 
anappointment. The regulations do not 
admit of the grant of outfit al'owance to 
them, but an advance of pay was granted 
at the commencement of their employ- 
ment. Further, they received a war 
gratuity on the cessation of their employ- 
ment provided that they had been so 
employed for nine months and had given 
their whole time to the service of the 


Army. 


Cost of the Infantry Soldier. 


GeNERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
| Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he can state 
the actual number of efficient soldiers of 
Infantry of the Line of twenty years of 
age obtained from each 1,000 recruits 
enlisted at ordinary recruiting age; tbe 
actual amount expended directly or 
indirectly on such 1,000 recruits, including 
all expenditure on those who do not 
attain the age of twenty and become 
efficient so'diers, and can thus ascertain 
the actual cost of each soldier becoming 
fit for active serv:ce; and whether he has 
compared such cost with the expense 
incurred by the Admiralty in enrolling 
boys for the Navy and training them to 
become efficient seamen for the Fleet. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLD-ForstEr, Belfast, 
W.): The average number of efficient 
soldiers of Infantry of the Line, of twenty 
years of age and upw.rd, obtained from 
1,000. recruits enlisted at ordinary 
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recruiting age is 827. The expenditure 
on each batch of 1,000 recruits, including 
the expenditure on those who do not 


attain the age of twenty and become | 


efficient soldiers, is about £70,000, giving 
a cost of about £84 10s. for each soldier 
fit for active service. Figures relating to 
seamen have been given by my hon. 
friend in reply to the bon. Member’s 
Question on the 5th instant.t 


Status of Volunteer Officers. 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
would be prepared to give consideration 
to a proposal for improving the status 
of Volunteer officers on the lines of 
granting Army rank or honorary Army 
rank to those being duly qualified and 
eflicient, who would be willing to under- 
take the legal obligation of foreign 
service in the event of war, the minimum 
period of such obligation being (say) 
three years; and whether such officers 
who had served under such conditions 
should be entitled to Army rank upon 
retirement in ordinary course. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The whole 
question of the Reserve of officers is 
under consideration by a_ specially 
appointed Committee, and I will under- 
take that my hon. friend’s suggestion 
shall be laid before that Committee. I 
will point out, however, that in many 
cases officers undertaking such a liability 
as he suggests would necessarily be 


(11 Aprit 1905} 


withdrawn from their own units in time | 


of war. 


The Reduction of the Volunteer Force. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Shetfield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, having regard 
to the feeling expressed in all parts of 
the House and the country against any 
reduction in the numbers of the Volun- 
teer force, and against it being financially 
stinted, he will reconsider his recent 
proposals and carry out without further 
delay the unanimous recommendations 
of the Duke of Norfolk’s Commission. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As my 
hon, friend is aware, considerable addi- 


t+ See page 449. 
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tional expenditure would be necessary 
for the purpose of carrying out the 
recommendations of the Norfolk Com- 
mission. I have already informed the 
House that it is desired to make conces- 
sions to the Volunteers greatly in excess 
of those recommended by the Norfolk 
Commission, when iunds are available 
for that purpose, but that no sufficient 
sum will be available until the reduction 
of the force has taken place. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered my 
last Question, whether he will reconsider 
his recent proposal for the reduction of 
the Volunteer force ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir; 


it cannot be reconsidered. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): The 
right hon. Gentleman has already given 
an undertaking that there shall be no 
reduction in the grant to’ the Volunteers 
this year. Will he give a similar under- 
taking with regard to the numbers ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir; 


that would be impossible. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: How does 
the right hon. Gentleman propose to 
reduce the numbers ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
already answered that Question twice. 
I have said that during the current year 
we hope to reduce the force by enforcing 
the medical inspection standard more 
rigidly, and by reducing those units, if 
there are any, which are clearly not 
capable of rendering military service. 


Army Serges. 

Mr. BARRAN: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office if 
he will state the value of the blue serges 
sold by auction and tender during the 
months of November, December, January, 
and February last. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiry 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): The 
hon. Member is under a misapprehension. 
No blue serges have been sold by auction 
| or otherw.se. 
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Cost of Machine Guns. 


Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War why, in the Army Return 
Cd. 2431 just issued, the comparison 
has been left incomplete in the case of 
machine guns, the cost of those manu- 
factured at Enfield (Table IX.) being 
given, but the cost of those ordered 
from the trade (Table XVII.) being 
omitted. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 11 
was a Condition of the manufacture of 
machine guns by the trade that th 
price would not be published. Jt was 
not, therefore, possible to include this 
information in the Return mentioned. 


Mr. HIGHAM: Would it not be possible 
to give the average cost 80 as to disclose 
no one’s secret 2 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
will consider if that can be done without 
a breach of the undertaking we have 
given. 


Zionist Expedition against the Nandi. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if the punitive 
expedition against the Nandi, said to be 
necessary by the Zionist Commission, 
will be undertaken at the cost of the 
Zionists; if his sanction will be 
necessary for such an expedition; and, 
if so, before granting it, will he cause the 
strictest independent inquiry as to the 
position of this tribe to be made. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have received 
no communication from the Zionist Com- 
mission on the subject of an expedition 
against the Nandi. No such expedition 
would be permitted without my sanction 
and without cogent proofs furnished by 
His Majesty’s Commissioner for the East 
Africa Protectorate that it was necessary. 


Chinese Coolie Strike at the North 
Randfontein Mine. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he yet has any in- 
formation of a strike of 2,000 Chinese 


{COMMONS} 





1264 


Questions. 


coolies on Saturday week last, at the 
North Randfontein Mine, near Krugers- 
dorp, the alleged grounds of revolt being 
dissatisfaction with wages; that, on the 
police being called in, the casualties 
among the Chinese were considerable, and 
that fifty-three coolies were eventually 
arrested; and whether he can state the 
particular gounds affecting wages which 
appear to have caused the outbreak. 


Mr. HERBERTSAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg also to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he will 
state how many Chinese coolies were con- 
cerned in the riot which took place at 
the North Randfontein Mine on Ist April ; 
what was the cause of the disturbance ; 
what were the casualties among tlie 
coolies and among the police; how many 
coolies were arrested ; and, if their triai 
has already taken place, what sentences 
have been inflicted. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The facts as re- 
ported to me by Sir A. Lawley are briefly 
as follows: The number of coolies at the 
Randfontein Mine are about 2,000, and 
a general strike arose out of a dispute 
between the mine manager and the 
labourers as to the interpretation of 
Clause 6 of the contract of 
The labourers claini that each individual 
labourer was bound to receive fiity shil- 
lings per month irrespective of amount 
of work which he might perform. The 
head boys incited all other labourers 
on the mine to refuse to diill more than 
twelve inches during a shift of ten hours, 
a hole of thirty-six inches being ac- 
cepted ordinary day’s work for unskilled 
labourers. Work in the mine was im- 
peded for three days, when mine manage- 
ment decided to have the ringleaders 
arrested and charged before magistrate. 
Ringleaders resisted police, who were also 
set upon by the coolies, Kventually they 
arrested fifty-nine ringleaders without 
firing a shot. No lives were lost, 
casualties practically nil. As soon as 
ringleaders had been removed the re- 
maining coolies went quietly to their 
work. [ have not yet received informa- 
tion as to the trial and sentences of thie 
ringleaders. 


Ser vik eC. 


Dre. MACNAMARA asked the right hon, 


Gentleman whether, after six months, 
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these labourers were not now entitled te 
at least 1s. 6d. a day. 


Questions. 


and 


Mr. LYTTELTON: 


they are receiving that. 


Yes, Sir; 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Is it not the 
fact that they caused this riot because 
they have not received it ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No, The 
dispute arose not as to the right to re- 
ceive 1s. 6d., but as to the day’s work for 
which the ls. 6d. was to be received. 


Sir. 


Mr, HERBERT SAMUEIL asked 
whether, if the coolies did not perform 
the amount of work which the mine- 
owners considered satisfactory, they 
would not receive the ls. 6d ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The judges as to 
whether a day’s work is satisfactory or 
not are not the mineowners but the 
Courts of law. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked the 
right hon. Gentleman whether he consi- 
dered the arrests because the men asked 
for better pay were legal ? 


Me. LYTTELTON: That is not the 
point. They were not arrested for asking 


for better wages, but because the ring- 
leaders impeded the work of the mine. 


Mr. LOUGH: And is the arrest for 


that legal ? 

Mr. LYTTELTON: No doubt. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will state what was the 
average rate of wages paid to the Chinese 
labourers employed on the North Rand- 
fontein Mine before the recent riot; 
whetber these labourers have been in the 
Transvaal for the period of six months 
which would entitle them to be paid a 
minimum wage of Is. 6d. a day; whether 
they were recentiy asked to sign any 
supplementary contract of service; and, 
if so, what were the terms of that 
contract. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : 


Lawley :--Coolies had been in Transvaal 
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I have received | 
the following statement from Sir Arthur | 
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six months. There has not yet been 


| time since expiration of six months em- 


ployment to compute rate of wages paid, 
but assessment appears to be under 
£2 10s. Od. ; coolies on day work were 
recelving eighteenpence per ten hours 
shift for ordinary day’s work. Coolies on 
piece-work or desiring piece-work were 
offered opportunity of accepting and 
signing a supplementary agreement in 
terms of Clause 6 of the contract of ser- 
vice at following rates: halfpenny per 
inch drilled with a bonus of threepence 
per shift if thirty-six inches or over were 
drilled. Acting Superintendent has most 
carefully explained to coolies this offer, 
which is more favourable to ordinary 
worker than day pay of eighteenpence. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Has that 
contract been sanctioned by the Courts ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No sanction of 
such a contract is required of the 


Courts; but Lentirely agree with the hon. 
Member, if that is the suggestion which 
underlies his Question, that no supple- 
mentary contract of this kind should be 
entered into without the closest investiga- 
tion in the interests of the men. 


Me. HERBERT SAMUEL: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say why the Trans- 
vaal Government, instead of arresting 
fifty-nine men, whoin this country would 
be called trade union leaders, but in 
South Africa are called ringleaders, did 
not take to have this contract 
examined 2 


steps 


Me. LYTTELTON: I do not know 
what the hon. Gentleman includes in the 
term trade union leaders, but I do not 
agree with him in supposing that trade 
union leaders are those who constantly 
oppose the law. 


Transvaal Profit Tax. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies what was the 
amount realised by the 10 per cent. Profit 
Tax in the Transvaal for the year 1904. 

Mr. LYTTELTON: The amount was 
£357,023. 
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Mr. CAWLEY: Has that been paid 
in? 


Mr. LYTTELTON was understood to | 


reply in the affirmative. 


Export of old Horses to the Continent. 
Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 


ston): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of | 


State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
now in a position to state the result of 
the inquiries which, in August f last year, 
he promised should be made concerning 
the number of old and slaughtered horses, 


or horses unfit for work, that are periodi- | 
exported from this country to) 
Belgium, Holland, and Germany ; and if | 


cally 


he can say for what purpose their car- 
cases are used; and whether their flesh 
is made into condiments of various kinds, 


returned to this country, and sold as 
articles of food. 
Tar UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE | 


FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.): I regret that, owing to 
an oversight, 
the information was asked for, but we 
hope to obtain it before very long, and 


I will then communicate it to the hon. | 


Member. 


Mr. CREMER: Will you make the! 


I want the country | 


statement publicly ¢ 
to know the facts. 


Eart PERCY: Yes, if the hon. 
ber will put 2 Question down. 


Imprisonment for Non-Payment of Fines — | 


Case of Joseph Wright. 


Mr, YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he is aware 
that on April 3rd Joseph Wright, an 
artisan, of West Bridgeford, Nottingham, 
a man of respectable antecedents, who has 
never before been charged with anyoffence 
by the police, was, upon being fined 10s. by 
the Nottingham bench of mygistrates for | 
riding a bicyele without a lamp, refused | 
permission to go out for or telephone for | | 
the sum of 2s, 4$d., which he required | 
to make up the fine ; ” that he was driven 
to the county gaol in the prison van, made 
to strip and to put on prison clothing, 


t See (4) Debates § CXXXIX,. 977. ' 
' 
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some delay occurred before | 


| kind have occurred. 
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and imprisoned in a cell until his em- 
ployer paid the balance of the fine; and 
whether he can take any steps to prevent 
the recurrence of such treatment. 


Questions. 


*THe SECRETARY 


or STATE ror 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 
Douctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): T have 


made inquiry in this case and find tht 
the prisoner made no application to the 
magistrates for time to pay his fine. He 
had not sufficient money with him for 
the purpose, and though the polices, who 


| were very busy at the time, did what they 


could to send a message to his employers, 
the reply did not come till after Wright 
had been removed to prison. O1 his 
reception there, on a commitment showing 
him to be a convicted prisoner, the prison 
authorities had no option but to treat 
him as such. So far as I can see no 


blame attaches to either the police or the 
| prison authorities, but at the same time 


it seems to me very unsatisfactory that a 


| respectable man should have gone to 


prison in default of paying a fine which 
at the time he appears to have been both 
willing and able to pay, and T am in 


| communication with the mag'strates with 


a view of seeing how best such an oc- 
currence can be prevented in future. 
The case 1s an unfortunate one. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): The man made every effort 


| to be allowed to pay the fine. 
Mem.- | 


| not think the police are to blame. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Still I do 


Mr. YOXALL: Other cases of this 
Will the right hon. 
Gentleman issue a circular to all justices’ 


clerks with regard to these cases 2 

*Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I am in 
symputhy with the hon. Member, and 
think that hardship has been in- 


| flicted on Wright, but I cannot see that 
| either the police or the prison authorities 


are to blame. But it does seem—on the 
facts suppliel to me—that the magis- 
trates might have made further inquiries 
as to Wright’s position and ability to pay. 
I am not prepared to issue any such 
general circular as suggested, at all 
eveats until I have received the answer 
to my inquiry, 
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‘‘ Passive Resisters ”—-The Postmaster- | 

General and the Tibenham Postmaster. | 

Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I beg te | 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he is | 
aware that Mr. William Howlett, of 
Tibenham, county Norfolk, has received 
an official intimation that if he is sum- 
moned again as a passive resister the post 
office at Tibenham will be removed from 
his premises; and if this intimation has 
been sent to Mr. Howlett with his know- 
ledge and sanction. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SraNLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): | 
The facts of the case are as follows :—Mr. 
Howlett was informed by my direction | 
that I cannot permit the scandal caused | 
by distress being levied on premises where 
Post Office business is conducted, and he 
was warned that if anything of the kind | 
occurs again the office will be taken out 
of his hands, 


The Australian Mail Service. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN; I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General a Question of which | 
I have given him private notice 
—namely, whether the Australian 
Commonwealth Government and _ the 
Orient Pacific Line have yet been able to 
arrive at an agreement for the re- 
sumption of a fortnightly mail service 
between Australia and the United King- 
dom, and, if 80, when the new service 
will commence. 


Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir; I have; 
received a telegram from the Postmaster- 
(reneral of the Commonwealth to say 
that terms have been agreed upon 
between that Government and the 
Orient Company for a fortnightly service, 
which will be alternate with that which 
this country has by way of the Peninsular 
and Oriental Company. The first service 
will begin from Adelaide on April 13th 
for the homeward mail, and the out- 
ward mail from Naples on April 16th. 


Allotments. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (Birmingham, | 
Bordesley): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board how 
much land for the purpose of allotments 
has been acquired under Sections 9, 10, 
and 11 of the Local Government Act, | 
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1894, which relate to the acquisition of 
land otherwise than by agreement. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 


/GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 


BaLrour, Leeds, Central): According to 
the Parliamentary Returns of February 
10th, 1898, and May 28th, 1903, giving 


particulars on this subject, 269 acres, 


3 roods, 31 poles had been acquired com- 
pulsorily up to March 31st, 1902, for the 
All this land has 
been acquired under Section 10, which 


|deals with compulsory hiring. Since 


then; Orders authorising the compulsory 
acquisition under the same section of 
31 acres, 2 roods, 38 poles have been con- 
firmed. I cannot state positively that 
the land has been acquired. 


Boards of Guardians and Underfed 
School Children. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
President of the Loca) Government 
Board whether he is now in a position 
to say how far boards of guardians may 
assist local education authorities in the 
work of providing food for children in 
attendance at public elementary schools 
suffering from want of proper food. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think that I can conveniently make a 
statement on this subject for the moment, 
but I hope shortly to be in a position to 
issue a circular to boards of guardians 
with regard to their powers and duties in 
relation to underfed children. 


Millport and Kilchattan Bay Railway 
Service. 

Mr. LAMONT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been directed to a com- 
pleint made on behalf of the inhabitants 
of Millport and of Kilchattan Bay, that 
their business is hampered by the action 
of the Glasgow and South Western 
Railway Company in cutting off com- 
munication between Fairlie and those 
places during six months in the year; 
and whether, in the interests of the trade 
of Millport and of Kilchattan Bay, the 
Board of Trade will use their good offices 
with the railway company to induce it 
to maintain the connection throughout 
the year. 
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Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I 
have communicated with the Glasgow 
and South Western Railway Company on 
the subject of the hon. Member’s 
Question, and the companies have replied 
that there is not sufficient traffic during 
the winter months to warrant the con- 
tinuance of two competing railway 
steamers, but the Caledonian Railway 
Company’s steamers, which carry the 
mails, maintain a winter service between 
Wemyss Bay and Millport. 


Brussels Sugar Convention—British Ap- 
peal to the Permanent Commission. 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 

Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs what day has been fixed 
for the sitting of the Brussels Sugar 
Convention to hear the appeal of His 
Majesty’s Government against the con- 
demnation of the countries mentioned in 
the despatch of 26th November; who 
will represent this counvry at the hearing 
of the case; and whether he can state 
the grounds on which the appeal is 
founded. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Permanent 
Commission is now sitting. The British 
Delegation consists of Sir H. Bergne, Mr. 
Llewellyn Smith, and Mr. Martineau. 
With regard to the last Question I would 
refer the hon. Member to the Answer 
returned to him on the 16th February fF 
last by my right hon. friend the Member 
for Central Leeds. 


Mr. LOUGH: Has the appeal of this 


country been admitted ? 


F Mr. BONAR LAW: I do not think I 
shall do any harm by informing the hon. 
Member that no prohibition orders will 
be necessary in the case of any countries 
in regard to which we appealed, and I 
believe the Commission ceased its sitting 
last night. 


Annual Account, National Debt (Savings 
Banks and Friendly Societies). 


* Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
can say why the Annual Account, 
National Debt (Savings Banks and 
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Friendly Societies), for the period ended 
20th November, 1904, presented on 16th 
March and ordered to be printed (No. 
85), has not yet been distributed. 
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Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The Return to 
which the hon. Member refers was 
issued on Saturday last. 


School Teachers’ Duties to Underfed 
Children. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether he is now in a position to issue 
a circular to public elementary schoo! 
teachers respecting assistance from the 
boards of guardians for hungry children ; 
and, if so, whether he will shortly state 
the main terms of that circular. 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Witittau Anson, Oxford 
University): This matter is being put 
forward with all due despatch, but IT ain 
afraid I am not yet in a position to 
make any definite statement on the 
subject. 


Lord Provost of Perth— Question of 
Precedence. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): I beg to ask the 
Lord-Advocate if he will state whether 
the Royal Warrant of the 11th March, 
1905, in any sense abrogates the order of 
| precedence hitherto held by the Lord 
| Provost of Perth, who under the Royal 
| Charter of King James VI. of Scotland, 
bearing date 1400, has always come 
immediately after the Lord Provost of 
Edinburgh in the procession at the 
opening of the General Assembly of the 
Church of Scotland, as well as at State 
or Court Functions, such as the presenta- 
ticn of the Lord Provosts and Provosts 
of Scotland to Her Majesty the late 
Queen, on which occasion, viz., the 
celebration of the Diamond Jubilee in 
1897, the Lord Provost of Perth was 
presented immediately after the Lord 
Provost of Edinburgh. 





*ToE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton); I am 


informed that the Royal Warrant does 
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not affect the precedence of the Lord 
Provosts of Perth with reference to 
other Lord Provosts or Provosts. 


Procurators-Fiscal and Cost of Outside 
Medical Opinion. 

\ir. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
ask the Lord-Advoeate if, in the case of a 
procurator-fiscal calling in outside medical 
opinion from a distance without reason- 
able grounds for such action, he will be 
compelled to pay out of his own pocket 
the extra expenses thereby entxiled on 
the county. 


*\Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: This is a 
lezal question to which it is impossible 
to give a sufficient reply except with 
reference to the precise facts of a par- 
ticular case, 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire into the 
facts of a case ?f J send them to him ? 


*\r. SCOTT DICKSON: Yes, Sir. 


Outdoor Relief to Widows, 

Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, in cases of 
relief to widows with young children, 
the Local Government Board will use 
its influence and see that outdoor relief 
be given to suitable cases of such an 
amount as will enable the home to be 
kept on, instead of offering the poor- 
house; and whether such influence will 
be used in case 43,145 brought under the 
notice of the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board, Edinburgh, on 14th 
March and in previous communications. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I beg to refer 
the hon. Member to the circular issued 
by the Local Government Board for 
Scotland on June 5th, 1902, which 
specially dealt with the relief of widows 
with young children. The Local Govern- 
ment Board have endeavoured to secure 
that due effect should be given to the 
views therein expressed in the case re- 
ferred to by ‘the lion. Member. 


Lord Kenmare’s Kerry Estate. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry. E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Estates | 
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Commissioners or the Congested Districts 
Board have taken or propose to take 
any steps to negotiate for the purchase 
of the estate of Lord Kenmare, in the 
county of Kerry, or of the congested 
portion ofit, as the landlord has signified 
his willingness to sell and the tenants to 
buy, but in connection with which no 
advance has been made owing to the 
difficulty as to terms. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE« 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 8.) : 
No, Sir, The arrangement of terms is 
obviously a matter for the parties them- 
selves. 


Mr. MURPHY: Then am I to under- 
stand that the Estates Commissioners 
will do nothing to bring about a settle- 
ment in this case ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I think that is 
the correct interpretation of my Answer. 
It is not a case for outside interference. 


Cahirciveen Hosiery Industry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,8.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
capitation grant payable to the Cahir- 
civeen hosiery industry is insufficient to 
develop the industry; and whether, in 
view ofthe fact that a sum amounting 
to about £400 has been provided from 
private sources, the Department will now 
sanction the grant of £80 which has 
been voted every year by the county 
council out of the funds at its disposal 
during the past five years, but which 
the Department has hitherto refused to 
sanction. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment cannot answer the first inquiry. 
A grant-in aid is not the only circum- 
stance upon which the development of 
an industry depends. The Department 
are not prepared to sanction the proposed 
grant, for the reasons stated in my reply 
to the hon. Member’s Question of 
March 22ndf. 


Dennehy Estate, Glencar. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licutenant 
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of Ireland whether he 


Dennehy Estate, Glencar, have taken 
place between the Congested Districts 
Board and the landlord; and can he 
state on what terms the Board were 
willing to purchase the estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
made an offer for purchase which was 
not accepted, The terms cannot be 
disclosed. 


Kerry Technical Instruction Schemes. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that although schemes of technical 
instruction, approved of by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, can be put into 
operation in the congested portion of 
county Kerry, the grants by which alone 
they can be worked are not forthcoming ; 
and can he state what steps will be 
taken to put the congested districts of 
the county on the same footing as the 
non-congested districts. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The funds 
available under the scheme of technical 
instruction adopted by the county 
committee, and approved by the Depart- 
ment, are applicable to congested and 
non-congested districts alike. As I have 
already stated, the Congested Districts 
Board have no funds to contribute to 
the county scheme, 


Kerry and the Congested Districts Board. 


Me. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Seeretiry to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, having regard to 
complaints made as to the failure of the 
Congested Districts Board to use their 
powers effectively in the county of Kerry 
and elsewhere in the South ot Ireland, 
he will now consider the advisability of 
adding a representative from the South 
of Ireland on the Board with the view of 
making their work effective in that part 
of Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not pre- 
parel to admit the assumption that the 
work of the Board his not been effective 
in the South of Ireland. There is no 
present vaciney on the Board. When a 


{COMMONS} 


is aware that | 
negotiations for the purchase of the | 








Questions. 1276 
vacancy occurs, all the existing circum- 
stances will be fully considered. 


Mr. MURPHY: Is it not the fact that 
the Board have done nothing in Kerry 
but purchase two farms? Does the 
right hon. Gentleman call thot effective 
work ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not think 
that that is correct. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that complaints are made by public 
bodies all over Ireland as to the action of 
this Board 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, since 
I have been Chief Secretary I have re- 
celved many complaints. 


Steamer Services on the South West 
Coast of Ireland. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has re- 
ceived a resolution from the Dingle 
District Council protesting against an 
arrangement alleged to be entered into 
between the Congested Distriets Board 
and the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company, whereby the former 
give an undertaking not to subsidise for 
the next five years any steamer on the 
south west coast of Treland; whether 
this arrangement has been entered into ; 
and, if so, what is the object. 


Mr. WALTERLONG: Yes, Sir. The 
arrangement has been entered into. Its 
object was to secure favourable railway 
rates upon the withdrawal of the sub- 
sidised steamship service. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have given any, and, if 
so, what financial assistance to the 
evicted tenants reinstated in the counts 
of Kerry; whether he is aware that the 
Estates Commission-rs have taken no 
steps to reinstate any evicted tenant in 
the county; and whether they will now 
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landlords for the reinstats2ment of those 
men. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners are prepired to consider pro- 
posals to reinstate evicted tenants on 
estates which muy come before them for 
sale; ani if they should acquire un- 
tenanted laid in the county the claims 
of evicted tenants will be considered. 
No finan id assistance was viven by the 
Commissioners to the nineteen evicted 
tenants who have been reinstated by 
landlords. 


Me. THOMAS O’7DONNELL: What is 
going to happen to those tenants whose 
landlords will not sell? How long are 


they going to remain without being 
reinstated 2 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 


Member knows that where there is un- 
tenanted land steps are taken to reinstate 
them. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is the 
rivht hon. Gentleman aware that con- 
siderable sales of land are taking place in 
North Kerrv—of untenanted linds in the 
occupation of the lindlords ? Will he 
take steps to enter into negoliatiois in 
these cases ? 


Mere. WALTER LONG: If the hon. 
Member will furnish me with particalars 
I will inquire. 


Land Purchase in South Cork. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): Ibeg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state how many and what estates 
have been purchased since the Passing of 
the Land Act, 1903, in South Cork; how 
many tenants are aifected; whit is the 
total purchase prie and net rental of 
each estate so purchased. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Statistics by 
Parliamentary Divisions are not available. 
In the entire county 207 estites, com- 


rrising 3,204 holdings, have be n 
purchased. Of these holdings 3,170 were 
tenanted, the rental being £68,365. ‘The 


purchase price of the tenanted land wis 
£1,453,507, and of the untenanted land 
£27,765. 
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Sir Antony MacDonnell. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Sir Antony 
MacDonnell holds the position of Under- 
Secretary for Treland on the lines and 
under the conditions laid down in the 
late Chief Secretary’s letter when making 
the appointment; and, if not, will he 
explain the terms, if any, under which 
he retains office over and above those 
of an ordinary Civil servant. 


Mr. GRETLON (Derbyshire, 8.) : May 
I at the same time also ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the conditions under which 
the Under-Secretary was appointed by 
the lite Chief Secretary have been in 
any way chinged. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: IT had boped 
that the reply given by me on the 6th 
inst.f to the Questioa of my hon. friend 
the Member forSoutb Belfast sufficiently 
explained the relations subsisting be- 
tween myself and the Under-Secretary. 
I observe, however, that considerable 
misconception still appears to exist, and 
I think it necessary, therefore, to make 
a fuller statement in order to remove, 
as far as possible, all misunderstandings 
in the matter. It has been suggested 
that a special compact exists, the object 
of which is to avoid the publication of 
correspondence. There is not the 
smallest foundation for this suggestion. 
It is invidious for me to have to criticise 
my predecessor, and I have hitherto 
refrained from doing so; but I conceive 
that the prevalent misunderstandings 
have their origin very largely in the 
declaration made by my right hon. 
friend in this House on February 20th,t 
when he stated that the letters that 
had passed between him and Sir Antony 
MacDonnell made it perfectly plain and 
clear that the la:ter was invited by my 
predecessor rather as a colleague than 
as a mere Under-Secretary to register 
his will. I mu-t dissociate myself from 
this conception of the status of the 
Under-Secretary in so far as it affects 
our relations. My predecessor reserved 
to bimself, I believe, full power of super- 
vision and control; whether he exercised 
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this power I cannot say. The relations 
between Sir Antony MacDonnell and 
myself must, as I have stated, be the 
same as those which have existed be- 
tween me and the permanent head of 
any Department of the State with which 
I have bad the honour to be associated 
—namely, that, while he may express 
his opinions on any administrative act 
and advise me in any matter of policy, 
everything must be under my complete 
control and subject to my approval. Ii 
this involves a change, then there cer- 
tainly will be a change in the administra- 
tion of my Department. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
conditions under which Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell was invited to accept the ap- 
pointment have, as a matter of fact, 
been altered ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That really 
must be a matter of which tbe hon. 
Member is as good a judge as I am. 
I have stated quite distinctly what are 
the conditions that exist between the 
Under-Secretary and myself. I have 
stated also that the observance of those 
conditions must depend on the adminis- 
tration of the Department. All I bave 
said—and to this I adhere—is that I 
possess and that I intend to exercise 
full powers of supervision and control. 
If that involves a change, then that 
can only be proved by the system of 
administration we shall pursue. 


Caldbeck Estate, Queen's County. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Kstates Commissioners have 
yet come to a decision with regard to 
the distribution of the untenanted land 
on the Caldbeck LHstate, Ballacolla, 
Queen’s County; and whether the claims 
of the thirty-four small occupiers in the 
locality for portion of this untenanted 
land will be considered. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No, Sir; the 
matter is still under consideration. A 
question of law, regaiding the distribu- 
tion of parcels of the estate, is involved. 
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‘Irish Postmasters as Emigration Agents, 
* Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
Whether postmasters in Ireland are still 
permitted to act as emigration agents or 
to exhibit emigration notices in their 
post offices. 


= Lorp STANLEY: There is no prohi- 
bition against postmasters and sub-post- 
masters in Ireland acting as emigration 
agents so long as their official duties are 
not interfered with; nor are they for- 
bidden to exhibit emigration notices at 
their offices. 


Defence Against Invasion. 

CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury, 
seeing that the land, marine, and sub- 
marine defences of the shores and ports 
of the United Kingdom are partly under 
the War Office and partly under the 
Admiralty, whether the Committee of 
Imperial Defence has worked out a com- 
plete and united scheme for repelling 
invasion raids; and whether he can see 
his way to manceuvres this autumn 
which will put that scheme into practice 
by land and sea, over a stretch of ex- 
posed coast in the defence of which both 
Departments are concerned. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): In answer 
to my hon. and gallant friend, I have to 
say that the submarine defences referred 
to in the first sentence of his Question 
are already under the sole charge of the 
Admiralty, a change which has been 
brought about very largely in conse- 
quence of discussions in the [Delence 
Committee. As regards the latter part 
of his Question, I would venture to 
suggest to my hon. and gallant friend 
and the House that, though, of course, | 
have no objection to these Questio.s 
being asked, I think they would be asked 
more usefully when I have had the op- 
portunity of explaining to the House at 
length, and possibly in some detail, the 
views to which the Defence Commit ce 
have come and which I promised to ley 
before the Committee of the House at «n 
early date after Easter. It is difficult 
to deal with these complicated probleins 
by way of Question and Answer; and, if 
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they are to be so dealt with, they can be 
dealt with with much more advantage 
when the House have the general views 
of the Government before them and have 
had time to consider them. 


CoLoNEL WELBY: Can my right hon. 
friend say whether the submarine de- 
fences of the non-naval as well as the 
naval ports have been taken over by the 
Admiralty ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
that the change has already been effected, 
but it is certainly in process of being 
effected, and will be completed, I hope, 
shortly. 


The Irish Viceroyalty. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon- Trent) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord oi the 
Treasury whether the Government will 
now consider the advisability of abolish- 
ing the office of the Viceroy of Ireland, 
and of substituting for it a Secretaryship 
ot State. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
undoubted anomalies in the office of 
Viceroy of Ireland; but the change which 
my hon. friend suggests, which has been 
often under the consideration of the 
House, involves questions of policy too 
large to be dealt with at the present 
moment. Certainly the Government are 
not going to bring in a Bill in the course 
of the present session. 


Mr. COGHILL: Have we not had 
quite enough by this time of govern- 
ment of Ireland by Dublin Castle ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
where the new Secretary of State would 
carry on his work, except in Dublin 
Castle, and, that being the case, I do 
not see that my hon. friend’ Ss suggestion 
contains any remedy. 


Redistribution Proposals. 

Mr. COGHILL: I beg to ask the 
Hirst Lord of the Treasury if, in view of 
the position given to the question of the 
Kedistribution of Seats in His Majesty's 
Gracious Speech from the Throne, he 
will introduce the Resolution on which 
the Bill is to be founded before the 
House separates for the Easter recess. 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I 


answered this Question yesterday. It 
would be impossible for us to find time 
before Haster to introduce any proposals 
on this subject. 


Mr. COGHILL: Has the Government 
really serious intentions of dealing with 
this subject this session, or is the Bill to 
be introduced for the purpose of what 
is called shop-window dressing ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not quite 
understand the contrast between serious 
and shop-window which appears to 
govern the Question of the hon. Gentle- 
man. The proposals we mean to make 
to the House are serious proposals. 


South 
will 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, 
Molton): How soon after Kaster 
they be made ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is much too 
early to name a day for any business 
after Kaster. 


COAL MINES {WEIGHING OF MINERALS) 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete. 


Report to lie upon the Tab‘e, and to 
be printed. [No. 122 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
122. 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be considered upon Tuesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bull 162.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from 
serving on the Sti nding Committee on 
Trade “(including Agriculture and Fish- 
ing), Shipping, and Manufactures : Mr, 
Herbert Samuel; and had appointed in 
substitution : Mr. Tennant. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


| 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from 
serving on the Standing Committee on 
Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure in respect of the Trades Unions 
and Trade Disputes Bill: Mr. Jordan and 
Mr. Clancy; and had appointed in sub- 
stitution: Mr. Hayden and Mr. Nannetti. 
Mr. Hatsery further reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That they had 
appointed Mr. Charles Craig a Member 
of the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- | 


mittee of Selection; That they had added 
the following tifteen Members to serve on 
the Standing Committee on Trade (includ- 
ing Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, 
and Manufactures, in respect of the 
Drunkenness (Ireland) bill: Mr. Lons- 
dale, Mr. Joseph Nolan, Mr. Nannetti, 
Mr. Conor O’ Kelly, Mr. Hugh Law, Sir 
James Haslett, Captain Donelan, Mr. 
Wood, Mr. Sloan, Mr. O’Dowd, Mr. 
Crean, Mr. Attorney-General for Lreland, 
Mr. Thomas Lorimer Corbett, Mr. John 
Gordon, and Mr. William Moore. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection; That they had added 
the following Fifteen Members to serve 
on the Standing Committee on Law an 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
in respect of the Marriage with a Deceased 


Wife’s Sister Bill :—Colonel Lockwood, | 


Colonel Denny, Sir Gilbert Parker, Sir 
William Brampton Gurdon, Mr. Broad- 
hurst, Mr. Kugene Wason, Mr. David 
Maclver, Mr. Burt, Mr. John Talbot, 
Lord Edmund Talbot, Mr. Boscawen, Mr. 
Malcolm, Colonel Welby, Mr. Mount, and 
Mr. Worsley-Taylor. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


second tine upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bull 163.] 
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Bills. 
RESERVE FORCES BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 164.} 
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SERVICE OF MILITIAMEN BILL [Lorps] 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 165.] 


SEAMEN’S AND SOLDIERS’ 
CHARACTERS BILL [Lorps]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 


punted, [Bill 166.] 


FALSE 


| 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (FEEDING 
OF CHILDREN) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading To-morrow 
read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


NEW BILLS. 


HIGHWAYS BILL, 


“To amend the Law relating to High- 
ways,’ presented by Mr. Henry Hob- 
house ; supported by Sir John Dorington, 
| Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice, Mr. Bill, and 
| Mr. Herbert Lewis; to be read a second 
| time upon Friday, May 5th, and to be 
| printed. [Bill 167.] 





EDUCATION ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend the Education Acts, 1870 
to 1903,” presented by Mr. Lambert ; 
supported by Mr. Henr Hobhouse, Mr. 
| Eve, and Sir Edgar Vincent; to be read 
/a second time upon Friday, May 12th, 
and to be printed. [Bull 168.] 

| 

| LAND TENURE BILL. 

| ‘To amend the Law relating to the 
“Tenure of Land,” presented by Mr. 
| Lambert; supported by Mr. Eve, Mr. 
| Soares, Mr. Charles Allen, Mr. Fletcher 
Moulton, and Mr. Edwards; to be read 
|a second time upon Friday, May 12th, 
| and to be printed. [Bill 169.] 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) BILL. } 


“To make further provision for Local | 
Government in Scotland; and for other 
purposes,” presented by Mr. Maxwell ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday, May 
8th, and to be , rinted. [Bull 170.] 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 

Penrith) in the Chair.] 
TEA. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That there shall be charged on and 
after the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and five, until the first day of 
July, nineteen hundred and six, the 
following Customs Import duty on tea 
(that is to say)— 


‘Tea, the pound Sixpence’ ” 


—(Mr. Chancellor of th Exchequer.) 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) said that all agreed that if there 
were a subject of indirect taxition that 
ought to b> relieved it was, beyond all 
question, tea. But the taking off of 2d.a 
lb. from the duty was open to one serious 
objection, and that was that the very 
poor would not derive any benefit from 
the relief of taxation. The reduction of 
2d. would no doubt benefit those who 
bought their tea in lirge quantities, but 
those who had to purchise it in very 
small quantities could not possibly get 
any advantage from the change. They 
had always been told that the income- 
tax payers had the first claim to con- 
siderition wher an opportunity was 
afforded for th: remission of taxation, 
and it certanly seemed hard that their 
interests should have been neglected in 
this instance, an! that the consumers of 
tea alone should have received the benefit. 
Of course they all wished to see a 
reduction of taxation of every descrip- 
tion. He desired to emphasise one | 
statement, and it was that in his judg- 
ment the poor income-tax payers formed 
the class of persons who paid the 
largest amount of taxation in the whole 
country. He regretted that it had so} 
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often been held that these people were 
not worthy of much consideration because 
they were supposed to be rich men, but 
those who hid studied income-tax 
statistics well knew that the smaller 
persons were those who paid the largest 
proportion of the tax, and therefore, he 
thought it was a pity that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had not taken the more 
heroic line of saying that, inasmuch as 
he could not possibly fulfil his pledges 
to income-tax payers to relieve them of 
@ portion of their burden, he would 
devote the whole of his surplus to the 
payment of debt instead of relieving 
indirect taxation by reducing the duty 
on tea. No doubt it was a very pleasant 


and Meuns. 


‘thing to reduce the cost of tea, but it 


should be remembered that the expendi- 
ture of this country was growing to an 
enormous extent, and the people were 
continually demanding further assistance 
from the State. The time had come, 
therefore, when it was desirable to pay 
an increased amount off the Debt, and 
he, for one, would have looked with 
sat sfiction at any arrangement by which 
even more than a million would have 
been set apart for that purpose. 


He knew that the payment of debt was 
not always popular, but it was a question 
which struck at the root of our whole 
financial system. In spite of our enormous 
prosperity, and in spite of the tremendous 
iacrease of wealth in this country ducing 
the last thirty or forty years, we were 
not now paving off more of our debt per 
year than when Sir Stafford Northcote 
first introduced his system. Sir Stafford 
fixed the annual repayment at that time 
at £28,000,000 a year and under tbe 
present system the figure was the same. 
li only we had adopted the policy of our 
forefathe:s in this matter the financial 
position of this country would have been 
far better. After all, the strength of the 
country lay in its ability to cope with 
any emergency, and its financial strength 
was one of the most important factors in 
connection with its defence. He did not 
wish to say a word against the scheme of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 
present occasion, but he must repeat that 
he thought the time had come when the 
question of the repayment of debt must be 
gone into more carefully, and thit their 
efforts should be directed towards that 
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rather than to the remission of taxation. 


It might be suggested that the public, in| Chancellor of the Exchequer on 


view of the national expenditure on | 
alcohol, were not overburdened, and un- 
doubtedly a nation in which each family | 
could voluntarily set aside as much as £20 | 
per annum for alcohol for legitimate use, 
and which at the same time owed nearly 
£700,000,000, ought to set apart a larger 
sum than it now did for the repayment 
of debt. Helbad long held that opinion, 
and he was again crying in the wilderness, 
He believed, however, that there were 
other Members who agreed with him that 
they should do more towards the repay- 
ment of debt than they now did. He 
certainly did not think that £30,000,000 
would be an excessive sum to set apart 
for that purpose annually. The increas- 
ing expenditure of the country was largely 
due to the spirit which had recently been 
manifested of demanding that the Govern- 


ment should do much for individuals and 
communities, He thought that that 


spirit was a mistake and that it under- 
mined the self-reliance of the people. 
The more they could vet the public to 
look after themselves the better it would 
be, instead of calling upon the State and 
municipalities to do so much at the public 
cost. They still owed money that wa: 
raised, practically speaking, at the begin- 
ning of the last century for the great 
French War, and in his opinion that 
ought to have been cleared off vears ago, 
and it would have been if they had fol- 
lowed the policy adopted by their ances- 
tors at the beginning of the last century. 
But, instead of that, thev had added to 
their debt. 


He was well aware that the reduction 
of the tea duty commented itself 
to many people, not only because tea 
Was a necessity, but also because 
reduction would benetit our Indian 
Empire and would encour .ge the trade of 
India. So far as that went, the proposals 


of the Chancellor of the Exchequer had | 
his complete sympathy, but he did hope | 


the right hon. Gentleman would take into 
his consideration the question of the re- 
duction of the Debt, and would set him- 
self resolutely to the task of diminishing 
the permauent burden. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- | 


lets, Poplar) said he would like to add to 
Sir George Bartley, 
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the expressions of congratulation to the 
the 


‘interest and lucidity of the speech in 


| which he introduced his Budget on the 


preceding night. He was sure the whole 


| House listened to the right hon. Gentle- 


/man with great satisfaction, and that it 
was with especial satisfaction that they 
heard what he had to say as to the 


trade of the country and the im- 
provement which had occurred — in 
connection with it. He thought al-o 


that the Members on the Opposition 
side of the House were. on the whole, 
satisfied with the actual proposals of the 

right hon. Gentleman, because those 
eit were in the direction which 


they had always advocated, namely, 
greater reduction of the National 
Debt and the diminution of indirect 
taxation, and especially of the tea 
duty. 

Undoubtedly, the great question of 


the present mo.nent was how the national 
expenliture was to be reduced, for, 
so long as that expenditure remained 
on its present scale, they could not hope 
for any substantial reduction of debt or 
of taxation. The general financial posi- 
tion last year was rather curious. It 
appeared from the right hon. Gentleman's 
figures that there had been a considerable 
increase of elasticity in the income-tax 
apart from what he might call his ‘“‘ hust- 
ling ” policy, for the tax had produced 
nearly half a million beyond what hid 
beenestimated, and in addition to that the 
arrears had been brought in more rapidly. 
But indirect taxation—Customs and 
Excise—had, on the other hand, shown 
a great want of elasticity. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AvsTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, KE.) here interrupted the 
hon. Member, and said that the increased 
product from the income-tax had been 
due not so much to the elasticii y of the 
tax as to the fact that he, last year, had 
‘rather underestimated the product. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that, 
at all events, they had had a very satis- 
factory receipt from the tax, while, on 
‘the other hand, the receipts from the 
| Excise and Customs had not been so 
satisfactory. It seemed to him to prove 
| that the general trade and commerce of 
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the country were in a satisfactory condi- | 


tion, but that the burdens on the con- 
sumers at the present moment were so 
heavy that they had been unable to 
excract any elasvicity from the Customs 
and Excise. After the right hon. Gentle- 
man had delivered his speech introducing 
the Budget on the preceding evening, he 
(the speaker) spoke to a tariift reformer 
and asked him if he did not regret that 
nothing had been taken off the income- 
tax, and the reply very promptly came 
that it was a matter of perfect indiffer- 
ence beciuse nobody now had any 
income. The produce from the taxation 
of other articles consumed by the poorest 
members of the community had also 
shown, unfortunately, a want of elasticity, 
and in the matter of sugar there had not 
only been the burden of taxation, but 
the price of the article to the consumer 
had also been increased by the operation 
of the Sugar Convention. 


The right hon. Gentleman had avoided 
any mention of the results of certain 
taxation he introduced last vear. For 
instance, there was the stripped tobacco 
duty. He certainly did say he rather 
congratulated him self that, inspi‘e of the 
alleged disorganisation of the tobacco 
trade, the revenue from the tobacco 
duty had been satisfactory. But he (the 
speaker) wanted to know what had been 
the actual result of the duty upon stripped 
tobacco, Had not that very thing hap- 
penedwhich they on that side had declared 
in the course of th» debates of the previous 
year would occur, namely, that there 
bad been practically no stripped tobacco 
imported into this country, and that 
there consequently was no revenue 
arising from it, 


He thought that the country might 
well b: conzratulated on the fact 
that the last few months had shown a 
real turn in the tide of prosperiy. 
A few months ago there appeared to be 
a falling off, but there had now been a 
most remarkable change a change all 
the more remarkable when they bore in 
wind the effect oi the disturbance of 
trade through the uncertainty which at 
the present moment existed in most 
tr:des in coasequence of the fiscal agita- 
tion, and the public ignorance as to wha! 
was likely <o be the future fiscal policy 
ofthis country. No doubt this prosperity 
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was somewhat disheartening to those 
who had been telling them that their 
trade was disappearing, and who had 
been atiributing that disappearance to 
the operation of the principle of free 
trade. But the great blot on the Budget 
was the item of expenditure. He was 
glad to think that the plague of ex- 
penditure had to «a certain extent been 
stayed this year. He, however, did not 
think it was aliogether satisfaciory that 
the reduction of expenditure this year as 
compared wiih last amounted to less than 
one inillion sverling. The whole of that 
was dune to the reduction of the Navy 
Estimates which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Bristol twelve 
ionths ago declared were far in excess of 
the needs of the country. It was, un- 
doubtedly, e-sential that there should be 
a reduction in those Navy Estimates 
this year, but he thought there was 
considerable disappointment that that 
reduction had not been larger than it 
appeared to be. There had also been 
extreme disappointment because they 
were not to have any reduction on the 
Army HEstimaies at all in the present 
year. They had been told by the 
Secretary of State for War that if he 
were allowed to carry out his scheme 
of Army reform it would involve a 
large reduction of expenditure, but un- 
fortunately the various schemes of 
reform which had been produced had, in 
turn, been placed on the scrap heap, 
and instead of expenditure on the Army 
having diminished it was continuing at 
its old figure. The result of all this was 
that at the present moment they were 
asking for a sum of £141,000,000 to cover 
the national expenditure for the year as 
against a demand for £96,000,000 in the 
vear 1895-6 when the present Adminis- 
tration came into office. And this, it 
must be borne in mind, was peace expen- 
diture with the exceptior of about 
£4,000,00) which represented the con- 
tribution towards war expenses—the 
amount by which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon raised the 
Sinking Fund two years ago. 


The right hon, Gentleman had made 
three proposals, One was ihe re- 
duction of the tea duty, and he was 
glad the right hon. Genileman chose 
that in preference to the incoie-tax, 
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because he felt that the indirect tax- 


payer had the greater claim to relief. Then | 


there was the second proposal, that dealing 
with debt, and again he was able to con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman on 
having taken a step in the right direction. 
And finally, by the abolition of a cer‘ain 
number of small charges which fettered 
particular trades, he was glad that the right 
hon. Gentleman had had it in his power 
to proceed in the direction of the simpli- 
fication of our fiscal and financial system, 
and had at the same time exempli- 
fied some of the advantages of free trade. 
He thought, however, something more 
might have been done to reduce the 
Debt charge. He did not know if people 
generally were aware how very little of 
the South African War debt had yet 
been paid off. The war cost £220,00),000, 
and out of the actual proceeds of addi- 
tional taxation the amount paid in 
reduction of that cost was £55,000,000 ; 
so that there were still £165,000,009 of 
war charges which had not been met, and 
were not likely to be met unless the Debt 


charge was cons:derably increased. When | 


the matter was under discussion two 
years ago the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was anticipating the receipt of £6,000,000 
from the Chinese indemnity and of 
£30,000,000 as a war contzibution from the 
Transvaal, but neither anticipation had 
been realised, and personally he was 
not very much impressed with their 
chances of getting the latter sum. But 
still these were the facts on which the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Crovdou justified his contention that 
there was no necessity to raise the Sink- 
ing Fund above £27,000,000, as he cal- 
culated if these moneys came in they 
would produce such an increase of the 
Sinking Fund as would enable the Debt 
to be reduced to £694,000,000 by March, 
1908. At the present moment the whole 
Debt amounted to £796,000,000, and last 
year the whole operation on the Debt 
was this, that while £7,500,000 were paid 
off, £9,500,000 were added. The fact 


was that at the end of five years the | 


country, so far as debt was concerned, 
was exactly in the same position as 
before. 


The right hon. Gentleman had drawn | 
a distinction betwen the dead-weight | 
debt and the debt as against which 
Mr. Sydney Bucton. 
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| he said there were specific assets, but 
with the exception of the Suez Canal 
shares, which had proved a very good in- 
vestment, the telegraphs, and perhaps the 
Uganda Railway, there were no realisable 
assets, aS money spent on naval and mili- 
tary works could not be realised in any 
sense of theterm. The only asset remaining 
for the capital expenditure on guns and 
forts and powder and barracks might be 
said to be the Transvaal itself, and so far 
that had not ant very profitable. 
All were glad t> hear the right hon. 
Gentleman express a hope that the 
capital expenditure would this year be re- 
duced. He was afraid that the right hon. 
Gentleman was rather over sanguine in 
regard to this matter, because as soon 
as one programme was finished another 
/more expensive one was started either 
for the Army or the Navy. 


With regard to the credit of the 
country one of the objects of the 
Sinking Fund was not only to re- 
duce the Debt, but also to maintain 
the credit of the country by annually 
purchasing funded or unfunded debt. 
Last year the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer bought Consols with the Sink- 
ing Fund somewhere about £89; that 
was to say, he was buying annuities 
‘and paying £2 16s. per cent. for them, 
and in the same year he issued £6,000,000 
of Exchequer Bonds upon which he had 
to pay 3} per cent. So that with one 
hand he was selling stock at £2 16s. per 
cent. and then buying stock for which 
he had to pay 34 per cent. Of course 
that was not a profitable transaction 
for the National Exchequer, and_ the 
security which the Sinking Fund ought 
to give was neutralised. With regard to 
the £1,000,000 of unclaimed dividends 
in his balance-sheet, he noticed that he 
credited himself with £1,000,000 on that 
account. He would like to know how 
‘much Consols had he to sell for that 
sum and at what price he sold them. 
He thought that would show the absur- 
dity of the position of the Government 
having to buy things dear and sell them 
‘cheap. He had some doubt whether 
the particular proposal of the right 
‘hon. Gentleman to take £10,000,000 of 
| Exchequer Bonds and apply £1,000,000 
each year would be a more satisfactory 
| proposal than merely adding £1,000,000 
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should have thought that this course 
would tie the hands of those who had 
to deal with these matters each year 
and force them to extinguish these par- 
ticular Exchequer Bonds when the Sink- 
ing Fund as a whole might be more pro- 
fitably employed elsewhere. He thought 
it would have been better simply to have 
raised the Sinking Fund by £1,000,000 
instead of earmarking this money for 
this particular purpose. 


He was entirely in accord with the pro- 
posal to reduce the tea duty, and he re- 
gretted that the expenditure of the coun- 
try did not allow the right hon. Gentleman 
to reduce other duties also. The hon. 
Member opposite seemed to think that 
because this proposal would benefit the 
Colonies the members of the Opposition 
ought to oppose it. He would remind 
the hon. Member that those sitting 
on the Opposition side of the House 
were Just as anxious to benefit the Colo- 
nies as any hon. Members, when they could 
do it with advantage to the Empire 
as a@ whole. One reason why the tea 
duty was selected was that it would 
benefit the British consumer as_ well 
as the colonial producer. 
the figures in regard to direct taxation 
which had already been quoted con- 
clusively showed that in this year the 
right hon. Gentleman, having only a 
limited amount of money, decided that 
indirect taxation had a greater claim 
upon him than the income-tax payer. 
While the direct taxpayer was paying 
£10,000,000 a year more in consequence 
of extra taxation, the indirect taxpayer 
was paying £13,000,000 more. Within 
the last two years the direct taxpayer 
had had a remission of £18,000,000, 
whilst the indirect taxpayer had only 
been remitted £3,000,000. He was 
glad the right hon. Gentleman was 
dealing in a fair way as between the 
direct and indirect taxpayer, and he 
trusted that next vear the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be able by a re- 
duction in expenditure and increased 
elasticity in the revenue to take the 
remaining 2d. off tea and give the direct 
taxpayer some relief as well. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
that he joined in the congratulation 
which had been showered upon the Chan- 
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cellor of the Exchequer in regard to all 
his Budget proposals with the exception 
of that referring to a reduction of the tea 
duty. He desired to repeat what he had 
told the Committee upon a former occa- 
sion, namely, that tea had no nutritive 
properties whatever, that it was merely 
a stimulant like alcohol and tobacco, 
and that in the excessive quantities 
in which it was used by very many 
in this country it was a very deleterious 
luxury. It was, therefore, perfectly 
absurd to endeavour, as many hon. 
Members had done, to put this stimulant 
in the position of a prime necessary of life. 
Sugar was very much wanting in many 
of the essential qualities of a nourishing 
food and it ought to be used very 
sparingly. The consumption of tea in 
this country had increased by leaps and 
bounds. The Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
when proposing to put 2d. on the tea 
duty last year, stated that the community 
was ‘saturated with tea.” The consump- 
tion increased from 23 lbs. per head 
in 1864 to 63 lbs. at the present time. 
The consumption of sugar had also 
increased to an enormous extent. A 
very large amount was used in con- 
nection with tea, and it was also used 
in large quantities as confectionery. 
This combination of tea and sugar with 
its concomitants of a little milk, a 
little butter, and a very large amount 
of bread, principally white bread, had be- 
come to millions of people in this country 
the staple diet. It was used morning, 
noon, and night, and according to the 
Report of the Commission on Physical 
Training in 1905, and that on Physical 
Deterioration in 1904, this diet was 
the cause of an enormous amount of physi- 
caldeterioration. It was so destitute of 
nutritive properties that the families 
living upon it were in a state of semi- 
starvation. The deterioration was 
specially marked among infants and 
young children, and the effect remained 
all through life. Infantile mortality 
was cnormous, and one of the great 
causes of this was the diet to which he 
was referring. The teeth of the present 
generation were inferior to those of 
their ancestors, and the Report of one of 
these Commissions stated that there was 
no doubt whatever that this was due to the 


absence of proper diet. It had also been 
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clearly shown that enemia,dyspepsia, ¢ nd 
many other forms of disease were brought 
about by tea and sugar diet. The sup- 
porters of the tea and sugar diet stated 
that if it was bad it was the best the 
poor could afford. He would have no 
difficulty in disposing of that argument. 
It was quite true that the poor could not 
afford flesh, fish, fowl, and eggs, which 
were necessary to supply the deficiencies 
of the other diet, and which the better 
classes could afford. But in oats, peas, 
beans, barley, etc., well cooked as porridge 
and used along with milk, they had 
splendid substitutes containing an 
enormously greater amount of nutriment 
which could be obtained at a cheaper 
price. Soups made with beef or mutton, 
with a large proportion of bone, and con- 
taining vegetables, cereals, and pulses, 
afforded a far better and more nutritious 
diet, and they could be got for about the 
same price as the porridge and milk diet 
to which he was referring. 


He had a large amount of statistical 
and other information on this subject, 
but he would not trouble the Com- 
mittee with it. He would put it in 
the form of a concrete example. A 
labouring man with a wife and_ six 
children, ranging from two to sixteen 
years of age, required, when using the tea 
and sugar diet, to spend 15s, 6d. to 16s, 
6d. to maintain them even in a condition 
of semi-starvation. With the other far 
more wholesome and nutritious diet 
that man could maintain his family on 
from 10s. to LIs. per week. If the income 


was only £| per week, what an enormous | 


benefit the saving on food of 5s, per week 
gave to the family for the purpose of 
providing better clothing and_ better 
housing! The objection to this more 
wholesome diet was that it required a 
great deal of skill and patience in the 
cooking. One advantage of tea was that 
it could be easily cooked. He had great 
sympathy for the poorer classes, the 
exigencies of whose employment com- 
pelled them to use the more readily 
cooked article of diet, but tea and sugar 
formed the diet of an enormous number 
of the lazy and thriftless in the com 
munity. The education authorities had 
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of more practical value to a boy or girl 
to possess information about the ele- 
mentary principles of health than to 
have a smattering knowledge of subjects 
which would be in after life of little use. 
There was an anti-tea duty society. 
He thought an anti-tea diet association 
would be of more practical benefit, and 
better still a rational food society, and one 
of its first duties would be to assign to 
every article of diet used by the working 
classes its proper place in dietetics, and 
to instruct the people as to the best 
method of using it. By this means 
hundreds of thousands of families who 
were in a position of penury would be 
elevated into a position of comparative 
affluence. He had endeavoured to show 
that tea andl sugar, instead of being 
necessaries for the poor, were really 
luxuries they could not afford except 
in small quantities, so small that any 
duties upon them would be to the con- 
sumers almost infinitesimal—while those 
who could afford to use them in larger 
quantities would also be able to pay 
the taxes. Under these circumstances 
the question the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer should consider was not how he 
could reduce the tea duty, but how he 
could increase it to the same proportion 
as that of the kindred luxuries of 
alcohol and tobacco. In that way the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would be 
able to increase the tea duty to Is. 4d. 
per lb., the figure at which it was in 
1874. This would open up to future 
Chancellors of the Exchequer the fine 
prospect of being able to raise £20,000,000 
extra, while at the same time greatly 
benefiting the health of the community. 
But Chancellors of the Exchequer, like 
ordinary human beings, made their plans 
in accordance with popular sentiment 
and the opinion of the time. 


There had been a great deal of 
nonsense talked about “ the free break- 
fast table.” They might as well talk 
about “ the free dinner table,” including 
beer, which was regularly a part of 
the diet of some people. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had sympathised 
with the false sentiment and remitted 
the tax on tea to the extent of 25 
per cent. Scotch Members would be 


come to iecognise the importance of ; much better employed in endeavouring 
| R a 


this subject, and to see that it might be | 


Mr, Wylie. 


to restore their national diet, than in 
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inveighing against the tea and sugar 
duties. Knglish Members, so ne of whom 
had shown great aptitude in adopting 
Scotch customs such as playing golf and 
drinking whiskey, in which pastimes 
they sometimes excelled the Scotch, 
would do better if they assisted to intro- 
duce in their country a solid system 


of diet among the working classes, 
similar to that which still obtained 
among hundreds of thousands of the 


working people in the North. And Trish 
Members, if they reformed the diet of 
their fellow - countrymen, would have 
the double satisfaction of being dietetic 


reformers and of bringing the taxa- 
tion of their country into a more 
proper proportion, according to their 


ideas, with that of the adjacent island. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
shown great financial ability in regard 
to other items in ois Budget, but he 
would have shown statesmanship of a 
higher order 1f he had retained the duty 
on tea at 8d. 


*Mr. REA (Gloucester) said he would 
not attempt to follow the — hon. 
(rentleman in his very interesting and 
valuable discourse on food and_ food 
taxation. He would confine himself 
to a more superficial criticism of the 
proposals of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. In listening to the not alto- 
gether unsatisfactory exposition of his 
Budget by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer he felt animated by sympathy 
with the right hon. Gentleman because 
of the extreme disappointment which 
the right hon. Gentleman must have 
felt in having to open such a Budget to 
the House of Commons. He remem- 
hered that last year the right hon. Gen- 
tleman in his Budget speech said that 
he looked for relief this year to the re- 
forms which his right hon. friend the 
Secretary for War was preparing in the 
Army system of this country. Well, they 
would have been glad for relief from 
such reforms, but the real objection to 
his Budget was not to the Budget itself 
but to the necessity for the Budget. In 
the situation in which the right hon. 
Gentleman found himself from the Es- 
timates already accepted by the House, 
they could not object very much to his 
proposals. In his estimate of revenue 
for the vear the right hon Gentleman 


{11 Apr 1905} 


and Means. 1298 


had made an extraordinary good shot— 
almost a bull’s eye; but his hit was 
compounded of misses. The errors 
he made in regard to Customs and 
Excise were excusable; but the right 
hon. Gentleman had not made allowances 
for the extraordinary social phenomena 
manifested in the reduction of the con- 
sumption of beer and spirits by the in- 
habitants of this country. He did not 
agree with the hon. Member for Devon- 
port that this was to be explained simply 
by the poverty of the people. On the 
contrary, he believed that that poverty 
had been exaggerated on both sides of 
the House for fiseal purposes. In spite 
of the statistics of pauperism, unem- 
ployment, and consumption of beer and 
spirits, he did not believe the working 
classes, as a whole, were suffering from 
any unprecedented destitution. 


He noted that the consumption of 
tobacco had  tereased enormously. 
The tobacco duty had inereased by 
£600,000—more than £250,000 above 
the estimate. He should like to 
repeat the questior already put to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer :-- 
* How much of that inerease was due 


to stripped tobacco?” ‘the hon. Member 
for Liverpool had assured the Com- 
mittee that the import of stripped 
tobacco had entirely ceased, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was there- 
fore wrong in denying last vear that 
the revenue frott tobacco was no longer 
elastic. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No. 


I never said that. 


Me. ‘REA: [T beg pardon. It may 
have been the right hon. Gentleman’s 
predecessor the year before who stated 
that the taxation of tobacco had reached 
its limit. 


Me. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
What I said last year was that I was 
advised that to increase the rate of the 
tax on tobacco would probably reduce 
the consumption, which might largely 
affect the revenue. That is not the 
same thing as savings that the revenue 
was not elastic. 


*\Ir. REA said he wondered that the 
right hon. Gentleman, in considering 
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this tax, did not accept the suggestion 
which the whole tobacco trade made 
to him last year. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was told that the trade would pre- 
fer to have the duty raised all round 
to 3s. 3d. per Ib. on all tobacco. If 
the right hon. Gentleman had accepted 
that suggestion, he might have found 
a new source of revenue which would 
have relieved him at present. 


But the chief criticism he had to make 
on the right hon. Gentleman’s proposals 
was his dealing with the fixed debt charge. 
That proposal had been met with a 
chorus of approval and congratulation ; 
but he could only give his congratulation 
in a very modest degree and to a qualified 
extent. He asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man why he had not taken the oppor- 
tunity of dealing with the terminable 
annuities which fell in next year, and 
of bringing in a scheme which would 
have associated his name in a prominent 
degree with a reform of the finances 
of the country, and would have conduced 
very much to the stability of trade ? 
The right hon. Gentleman said that 
he thought it right to leave that matter 
to the next Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but that was too great a temptation to 
leave in the hands of any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. <A bird in the hand 
was a very tempting thing; and next 
year the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would have in hand £3,000,000 for 
which the spending Departments and 
the tax-payer would  conipete, but 
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which should be applied in reduction. ; 
'such an authority on finance as his hon, 


of the permanent Debt. The present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said that 
he would so apply it if he held then 
his present position. He could promise 
the right hon. Gentleman that they 
on that side of the House would re- 
mind him of his pledge and hold him to it. 
But human nature was weak; and the 
weakest form of human nature had lately 
been incarnated in the shape of recent 
Chancellors of the Exchequer. What 
was to prevent the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer next year, when he had this 
windfall in his hand. using it for another 
purpose ? 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, EF.) said he 
associated himself with the congratula- 


tions which, without exception, had been | 


showered on the head of his right hon, 


Mr. Rea. 
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friend. He could not help thinking— 
while sitting listening attentively to his 
right hon. friend—that there was one 
whose voice, alas, they would never hear 
any moie, who would have associated 
himself with those congratulations ;_ be- 
cause if there was one principle more 
than another which the late Sir William 
Harcourt pressed on the House of Com- 
mons it was the urgent and constant 
necessity of increasing the resources 
of this country by the diminution of 
debt. If he might be pardoned pre- 
ferring his own opinion he would say 
that the one feature which more than 
anything else stood out as deserving 
of commendation in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement, was his resolu- 
tion and firm determination to ensure 
the continuance of the diminution of 
the Debt which had grown up with 
enormous, though unavoidable, leaps and 
bounds. Having said that, he would 
like to add his thanks to the right hon. 
yentleman for what he had laid down 
as to the financial principles which 
should guide him. Of course they could 
not expect a Chancellor of the Exchequer 
—and he did not think the right hon. 
Gentleman could, if he would—who 
had spent many valuable vears of his 
public life at the Admiralty —when he got 
to the Treasury, which was a purifying 
atmosphere, to propose to sweep away if 
not the mischievous, certainly the un- 
happy, arrangements for increasing the 
Debt by the system of expenditure for 
naval works. He was surprised to find 


friend the Member for Poplar make the 
error of very vehemently reproaching 
former Chancellors of the Exchequer for 
the additional expenditure in connection 
with the naval and military works. Then 
the hon. Member for Poplar had said that 
while we were reducing the Debt by 
£7,500,000 we were ‘nereasing it by 
£9,000,000, His (Mr. Cohen’s) reason 
for viewing that expenditure with indul- 
gence was because they had not to 
depend on a courageous, but an orthodox, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Whether 
the right hon. Gentleman liked it or not 
that expenditure must be extinguished 
by Votes in Supply and was beyond 
the control of any Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. He, therefore, regretted 


those additions to the liabilities of the 
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country, because they were created, 
to a certain extent, clandestinely, 


or, 1 other words, not in the straight- 
forward and above-board way of adding 
to the expenditure of the country by 
Votes of Supply. 


heard a good deal of 
the way in which the expenditure 
cf the country was mounting up, 
but personally he did not look for any 
great reduction of expenditure. He be- 
lieved the most powerful influence for 
reduction was to be found in the pro- 
pagation of such. principles as those 
laid down by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, as, for example. that of reducing 
debt by a manner which would not be 
dependent upon any particular Budget 
Estimate of any year but would work 
automatically, and would ensure that 
when these repeated claims for expendi- 
ture were put forward the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would say, “ You 
can have them all, provided that you 
pay for them by additional taxation.” 
He rejoiced in the restoration of the 
£28.000,000 to the service of the Debt. 
They knew it was only reverting to the 
figures of Sir Stafford Northeote, when 
the Debt was much smaller and the 
expenditure very mrch less lavish than 
it was now. He thought those two 
alterations in the cons‘deration of the 
case might render more, and not less, 
obligatory the rigid appropriation of 
a minimum of £28,000,000 at a time of 
peace, and he believed and hoped, of 
prosperity. 


Thev had 


The hon. Member for Poplar had 
called attention to the fact that we 
were buying Consols and at the same 
time were selling £1,000,000 worth from 
the unclaimed dividends. As a member 
of the Public Accounts Committee he 
knew that the Government, when it sold 
and bought the same article at the same 
time, generally did so at a loss to the 
Exchequer. He would be glad to hear 
how the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
arranged the selling and buying of 
Consols. If the right hon. Gentleman 
could do these things for himself, 1t would 
be a great advantage to the Exchequer, 
because he knew that Stock Exchange 
members gained an advantage wheu a 
Minister appeared there both as buyer 
and seller, The right hon. Gentleman 
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merited congratulations in having framed 
his Budget not to court popularity, but 
in such a way as to protect him, not only 
from himself, but from any future 
Chancellor of the Exchequer who would 
be obliged to redeem £1,000,000 of Ex- 
chequer bonds a year—thereby strength- 
ening the credit of the country, and 
rendering it more sound, more stable, 
because more free from incursion. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) ventured 
to say that the national balance-sheet 
was presented to the House, and through 
the House to the country, on a system 
which would not be tolerated by any busi- 
ness firm in the country. On a previous 
occasion he had been told that Mr. Glad- 
stone had sanctioned the svstem. If that 
were so he was still sorry to say that he 
differed from it because agreat deal of mis- 
understanding and foolish talk arose from 
employing a wrong method of rendering 
a balance-sheet. The national expen- 
diture consisted of two things—they 
had to keep the nation going and had 
to pay for its Army and Navy; but the 
nation ran other businesses, such as the 
Post Office and the Telegeaphs. That 
expenditure ought not to be included 
in the national expenditure, but should 
be kept absolutely distinct. A business 
man would keep a separate account 
and only bring the profit or loss into the 
yeneral account, but in this national 
balance-sheet they had on one side the 
Post Office receipts and on the other 
side they had the expenditure. If the 
State took over the railways, the ex- 
penditure would be jumped up by 
£100,000,000 and it would he perfectly 
absurd to call that national expenditure. 
They were told that the national 
expenditure was £141,000,000, but 
£14,090,000 was required for the Post 
Office and Telegraphs, out of which a 
profit of £5,000,000 was made, and the ex- 
penditure was consequently £127,000,000. 
They ought to know exactly from year 
to year the proper amount of the ex- 
penditure of the nation. He asserted 


that there ought to be a_ separate 
‘account for each separate business 
of the State, a Post Office account, 
a telegraph account, and so forth. 


He remembered when the Telegraphs 
were taken over by the nation, when 
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according to the form of book-keeping | 


the expenditure jumped up nearly 
£5,000,000, although it had not really 
done anything of the sort. The nation 
was now going to take over the telephone 
system, and he supposed under the pre- 
sent form of book-keeping the expendi- 
ture would go up another £5,000,000. It 
was not generally known that out of the 
Post Office the nation made £6,000,000, 
whilst the Telegraphs was a losing business. 
What was wanted was a separate ac- 
count for each business so that we could 
put our finger on the losing businesses 
and see whether we could not stop or 
reduce those When we took 
over the telephones we ought to have a 
separate account for them so that we 
could see whether we were losing or 
gaining. What the nation really wanted 
in these Estimates was to know what 
it was spending for national purposes, 
what were the national purposes on 
which it was making the expenditure, 
and whether that expenditure was going 
up or down in fature years. The figures 
now were quite useless. They wanted to 
know what the Army, the Navy, and the 
Civil Service—what all those things which 
were necessary for running a nation- 

amounted to altogether; and, secondly, 
they wanted to know how each separate 
business was going on. He, therefore, 
asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to give those reasonable facilities which 
were necessary jor this purpose in order 
that a great deal of the confusion and 
misunderstanding that now existed might 
be cleared away. 


losses. 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) associated 
himself with the remarks of the hon. 
Member who had just sat down as to the 
manner in which these Vstimates had 
been presented to the House. He heartily 
congratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on his most able but unsensational 
Budget, especialiy on the part in which 
he had allocated so much money to the 
reduction of the National Debt. He did 
not altogether agree with what had fallen 
from the hon. Member for Dumbarton- 
shire in regard to the taxation of food. 
He was glad the right hon. Gentleman 
had seen his way to taking something 
off tea, although he himself had a kindly 
feeling in favour of a remission of the 


Mr. Harwood, 
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taxation on sugar. He thought, how- 
ever, the benefits which were derived from 
a reduction on tea very nearly counter- 
balanced those which would be obtained 
from a reduction on sugar. No doubt 
there would be some heartburning be- 
cause nothing had been taken off the 
income-tax. It was quite a mistake to 
suppose that the income-tax only hit the 
rich; those whom it hit hardest were 
that large body of the community, the 
clerks. Another bad effect of that 
income-tax was the large amount of 
capital it drew from new businesses, but 
under the present conditions he thought 
the right hon, Gentleman was quite 
unable to reduce this tax. He hoped, 
however, that later on in the debate a 
Motion would be moved in favour of 
a graduated income-tax. There were 
a great many arguments in favour of 
such a departure, and he for one would 
rejoice to see a difierence made in favour 
of incomes earned as against those derived 
from investments, 


and Means. 


Another point to which he wished 
to call attention flotation 
of  Consols, When Lord Goschen, 
in 1888, passed his scheme for the 
conversion of the National Debt, it was 
received with great acclaim, but he had 
never been able himself to see the benefit 
derived from that transaction. True, 
the nation derived £1,500,000 taxation 
from it, but the ultimate result had been 
that the taxpayer paid less taxation 
because he received less on his Consols, 
while the scheme at the same time had 
had the effect of reducing the stability 
of the National Debt. The effect of that 
reduction of the interest payable on the 
National Debt gave rise to the wildest 
speculation, ‘The flotations in 1886 
amounted to £90,000,0C0 odd, and two 
years later to £150,000,000. There was the 
Argentine boom, followed by the Baring 
crisis, the South African boom, the 
cycle boom, and the most fruitful resuit 
of the conversion was a plenteous crop 
of Jabez Balfours, Hoolevs, and Whit- 
aker Wrights. He thought that it 
would be better for the country if Con- 
sols were still 2}? instead of 24, and 
he hoped eventually to see the interest 
raised to the original 3 per cent. They 
had now Consols, the war loan, and the 
Irish loan all carrying different rates 
of interest, and he hoped that some 


was the 
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future Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would at some time come to the House and 
say that it would be better for the nation 
and better for the people to revise these 
matters and put all these loans on the 
same basis 


Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) 
regretted that the Estimates did not 
show as large a reduction as the Com- 
mittee had a right to expect. The 
House during the war willingly provided 
the necessary sums for its prosecution, 
and naturally when it was over they 
looked for a reduction in the charges 
for the maintenance of the services. 
The Prime Minister ought to have in- 
sisted upop a more moderate expenditure, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
ought to have curbed the extravagance 
of the various Departments. The Secre- 
tary of State for War had held out hopes 
of far greater economies than had yet 
been effected. It had been shown to be 
possible to make a reduction in the 
charges for the Navy, and why was it 
not possible in the Army? It was 
absolutely necessary to adopt the homely 
idea of cutting one’s coat according to 
the cloth at one’s disposal, and the people 
were not willing to bear as heavy burdens 
in time of peace as they were in time of 
war. The process of balancing income 
and expenditure was an interesting one, 
but one of the first concerns of the Govern- 
ment should be to consider the extent 
of that expenditure, and the country 
had a right to complain that, although 


there was a slight remission of 
taxation, the relief was not con- 
siderably larger. The Chancellor of 


the’ Exchequer had evidently learnt the 
lesson of his last Budget. The £1,000,000 
which the right hon. Gentleman 
took from unclaimed dividends, instead 
of being applied to the ordinary ex- 


penditure of the year, ought to have) 


gone to the reduction of debt. He would 
be glad to hear at what price the Consols 
connected with that operation were 
sold. With the Sinking Fund proposal 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Oppo- 
sition would cordially agree. They were 
anxious to see the national credit stand 
high, and the Chancellor’s proposals 
tended in that direction. He was glad 
that the tea duties had been reduced, 
though he regretted that the amount 
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available did not allow of a larger re- 
duction. He was glad to hear that 
the drink bill had been diminished, 
and, although it meant less revenue 
to the Exchequer, the spending of the 
money in other directions would doubt- 
less mean greater prosperity and happi- 
ness in the country. The everyday life 
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and comfort of the people would 
be improved by still further reduc- 
tion of taxation, and to that object 


he hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would tura his attention. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
debate may presently be directed more 
particularly to the tax which is the 
subject of the Resolution before the Com- 
mittee, and before the discussion is 
narrowed down in that way it may be 
for the convenience of the Committee 
that I should reply on the general dis- 
cussion which by consent has taken 
place on this Resolution. In reference 
to the tea tax, [ would only say that I 
do not share the fear of my hon. friend 
below the gangway that the relief now 
given will not reach even the smallest 
consumer. I think it will reach him, if 
not in money, in improved quality of 
tea; I am hopeful that the competition 
which exists will be sufficient to secure 
that the relief should go, either in better 
quality or in lower price, to the con- 
sumers inthe country. The hon. Member 
for Dumbartonshire made some interesting 
observations. No doubt the advantages 
of tea can be exaggerated, but [ do not 
go so far as my hon. friend in regarding 
tea as an insidious and deleterious article 
of food. At any rate, [ hope the course 
apparently recommended upon certain 
posters now decorating the hoardings 
will not be followed, and that now the 
duty is lowered tea will not be made 
an ordinary article of infants’ food. I 
share the one more than 
[—expressed by mv hon. friend for 
North Islington that there is no relief 
for the income-tax payer in this Budget. 


regret—no 


Unlike the hon. Member for Poplar, I 
do not consider that the balance in recent 
years has been to the disadvantage of the 
indirect taxpayer. On the contrary, ‘t 
has been greatly to his advantage, and at 
the present time the scale is in his favour 
and presses unfairly against the direct: 
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taxpayer. The hon. Member added up first duty to make a greater provision for 
the amounts estimated to be received the reduction of debt, and when I had 
from each addition of taxation, direct or taken the sum which I thought sufficient, 
indirect ; subtracted one total from the but not more than sufficient, for that 
other, and arrived at the result that the purpose, the money remaining available 
indirect taxpayer is contributing a greater for the remission of taxation was in- 
proportion than he used to, That is a sufficient to give the income-tax payer 
very misleading method. Thehon.Mem- relief even to the extent of Id. 
ber misleads himself when he makes acal- I commend that comparison to the 
culation on that basis. The only way in attention of the Committee; I think 
which you can make the comparison it is a much more accurate one than the 
fairly is to take the respective propor- method of comparison adopted by the 
tions of the total taxation borne by the hon. Member for Poplar, and I only need 
two classes of taxpaver. Yesterday in to add, in order to make my views com- 
my Budget statement I compared the plete upon this subject, that I think, 
respective estimated yields of direct and although we have been accustomed to 
indirect taxes with the actual results, make these comparisons from year to 
and showed how that, owing to the fall- year, and they may serve some useful pur- 
ing off in the receipts from various sources pose, that it should always be remembered 
of indirect taxation, the indirect tax- that the distinction between direct and 
paver had contributed a smaller, and, indirect taxpayers is wholly artificial. 
consequently, the direct taxpayer a larger, Whilst there are indirect taxpayers who 
proportion than IT had expected. The do not pay direct taxes, there are no 
proportions last vear, according to my direct taxpayers who do not pay indirect 
Budget Estimates, were 51°8 per cent, taxes. My hon. friend the Member for 
from indirect taxation, excluding the coal Islington said that amongst those most 
duty and stamps, and 48:2 per cent, from worthy of consideration when we are re- 
direct taxation. The actual vield was casting our financial arrangements are 
approximately only 50°9 per cent. from the small payers of income-tax, upon 
indirect and 49°] per cent. from direct Whom probably, in spite of the abate- 
taxation. ments, the income-tax falls with sensible 
force, and who also have to make very 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Does great contributions to indirect taxation. 
that include the amount raised from local Hon. Members on the other side of the 
taxation ? House have not subjected my Budget 
. proposals to any severe criticisms. They 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : have, in fact, rather directed their remarks 
Yes, and on my Budget Estimate for the | over my head or through me to those 
present year indirect taxes fall to 49°8 whom I may call my spending colleagues. 
per cent. while direct taxes rise to 50°2 They have claimed that I do not exer- 
per cent. Although it was not framed cise a sufficient restraining influence upon 
to produce that result, my Budget scheme them, and when I appear at this Table 
of last year assigned exactly the same pro- they say that I do not speak with 
portions to direct and indirect taxation sufficiently bated breath about the 
as were estimated for in the year before enormous amount of our expenditure, or 
the war. It will be seen, therefore, that dwell upon the urgent need for a reduc- 
the position of the indirect taxpayer is tion with the force and with the frequency 
not less, but more, favourable than be- which have been common with some of 
fore the war, and, in my opinion, it is the my predecessors. I said last year, and 
direct taxpayer who has the greaterright 1 repeated it vesterday, that I see no 
to complain of the present distribution of advantages in taking this course whilst 
the burden. If it had been a question the expenditure is on the increase. I 
this year between the relief of the in- think it is the duty of the Chancellor of 
direct taxpayer and the relief of the the Exchequer to provide for the expen- 
direct taxpayer, I think still, as I diture which, in his opinion, and in the 
thought and said last year, that the latter opinior. of the Government, is requisite 
would have had the first claim to con- | for the service and safety of the country. 
sideration. But I regarded it as my I often find it my duty inside this House 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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and outside the House to criticise pro- 
posals for expenditure. Sometimes the 
House listens to me and sometimes it 
does not. What passes between myself 
and my colleagues is our affair alone, 
and I do not pretend to reveal the 
secrets of our discussions here. I only 
say that if I did not believe that the 
expenditure embodied in our Estimates 
was necessary it would not be possible 
for me to continue te hold the position 
that I do. It must be my duty to scan 
that expenditure closely and to secure for 
the taxpayer, as far as it 1s in my power 
to do so, good value for the money ex- 
pended, and to see that I do not provide 
more money than is necessary. I do not, 
however, regard it as any part of my 
duty, as the guardian of the national 
finances, to reject proposals for expen- 
diture, merely because they involve 
expenditure, without regard to their 
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noticeable in more than one speech 
made in our debates, namely, that he 
took no account whatever of the Sink- 
ing Fund which is specially attached to 
the debt created for the works charged 
to capital account. Sir, that Sinking 
Fund is on a scale out of all proportion 
to the Sinking Fund attached to the 
ordinary debt. Hardly any of that 
Debt extends over a period of more 
than thirty years,and the Sinking Fund 
is such as to reduce the whole of it 
within that time. I estimate that the 
Sinking Fund which is provided outside 
the fixed debt charge and in the 
Votes of the various Departments was 
in 1904-5, £1,204,000. I estimate that 
in the present year it will be £1,685,000, 
and that sum has to be added to the 
amount of the Sinking Fund included 
in the fixed debt charge amounting to 
£8,428,000. Therefore the total amount 


merits or necessity for the defence or | available for the extinction of debt in 


improvement of the country. 


The main point of this Budget is the 
proposed addition to the fixed debt charge 
and the measures which I have brought 
forward for reducing the Unfunded Debt. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite have not 


seriously criticised these proposals except | 


from the point of view that good as they 
are, they would have been better if they 
had been larger, and the hon. Member 
for Poplar, speaking from the front 
Opposition bench with all the authority 
that that position gives him, came very 
near to pledging those of his colleagues 
who act with him that when they came 
‘nto power they would still further raise 
the fixed debt charge. I shall be in- 
terested in the future to see whether they 
carry out that pledge should circum- 
stances happen to transfer them to this 
side of the House, and when the future 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will have 
to consider all the questions that are 
now brought before me. All I can say 
is that if I find that they are inclined 
to go further than the course which I 
have now taken, I do not think they will 
find a very hostile critic in the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. But, Sir, 
I think the Committee should know what 
we are propesing for the reduction of debt, 
The hon. Member for Poplar in th 
statement which he made to the Com- 
mittee fell into an error which nas bee. 


| 








the present year should be no less than 
£10,111,000. I think that is an adequate 
provision to make for the redemption 
of our debt, large as that debt is, and 
[ think I should have been unduly tempt- 
ing my successors if I had adopted the 
suggestions which have been pressed 
upon me from some quarters as to apply- 
ing the whole surplus to increasing the 
fixed debt charge without giving any 
relief of any kind to the taxpayer. I 
am all for a high Sinking Fund, and all 
for a big fixed debt charge, but I think 
there is some danger in pressing that 
principle too far, for by so doing you 
may make the Sinking Fund a burden 
so great that you may produce a reaction 
in the minds of the taxpayers which 
would undo the work you had done, 
and thus fail to achieve the very result 
which you wish to accomplish. 


Sir, I will say one word in reply to the 
hon. Member opposite. All I need to say 
is that if he would do me the honour to 
read the second speech I made yesterday 
in answer to some observations made by 
the hon. Member for Edinburgh, he 
would see that I dealt with the criticisms 
he made upon me to-day for not dealing 
this year with the terminable annuities 
which fall in next year, and that I have 
shown that, whatever be the merits of 
establishing new terminable annuities in 
preferencefto reducing debt in other ways, 
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the particular course which he invited me 
to pursue as being one that would connect 
my name favourably with the finances 
of the country would not in my opinion 
reduce a penny more debt than the other 
ways which I have adopted. There 
are some hon. Members to whom the 
system of terminable annuities has a 
great charm and mystery, but if they 
understood more exactly their working 
they would attach less reverence to that 
particular method, and they would see 
that it is only one way which may or may 
not be the best one of obtaining the 
result which they desire. 

There are a couple of Questions put 
by the hon. Member for Poplar as 
to the sale of Consols held on the 
unclaimed dividend account. I can- 
not give the figures because I have 
not got them with me, but if the hon. 
Member will put a Question on the Paper 
[ shall no doubt be able to supply the 
information. No part of those Consols 
yas sold in the market, but they were 
bought on account of another account 
by the National Debt Commissioners. 
The hon. Gentleman also asked for 
some information to the yield 
of the  imcreased on stripped 
tobacco last year. [ estimate that I 
received from that source, after the 
Budget concession which reduced my 
proposed duty to one-half, on account 
of all stocks about £400,000 in the course 
of the year. The hon. Gentleman also 
asked me whether it was not 
that the importation of strips had 
very largely fallen off since the im- 
position of the duty. Certainly it has. 
It was part of my contention that 
the old scale of duties favoured strips 
unfairly to the disadvantage of whole 
leaf, and of course. if there was anything 
in that contention, as I sti!l hold there 
was, the readjustment of the duty would 
naturally result in a larger importation 
of whole leaf and a smaller importation 
of strips. But apart altogether from 
that, | should add that the importa- 
tion of strips is one thing and the 
consumption of strips in the course of 
a year is another thing; and_ the 
jalling off in the consumption of strips 
in this country was very much less 
than the falling off in their importation. 
That is natural, and was the necessary 
result of the concession which I made 


as 


duty 


the case 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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for strips already in bond at the date 
of the introduction of the Budget, because 
any strips which are now imported 
are not coming in at 3s. 3d. merely in 
competition with whole leaf at 3s., but 
they are strips coming in at 3s. 3d. in 
competition with other strips at 3s. 14d.; 
and, as the House knows, there was a very 
large stock of strips on hand at the time 
the new duty was imposed, of which 
rather more than one-third passed into 
consumption in the course of the past 
vear, still leaving a very large number 
in this favoured position. It will not be 
until they have been very much more 
largely worked off that we shall be able 
to say what the result of the duty will 
be on the future course of the trade. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON asked at what 
figure the right hon. Gentleman estimated 
the receipts from the taxation of last 
year, and whether it was not a fact that 
the imported strips had fallen off. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
can get for the hon. Gentleman the 
whole of the fgures. If he tells me that 
he has retreshed his memory !atelv as to 
the fact 1 will take it from him. There 
has been an enormous falling off in the 
importation of strips. This is natural, 
Why should anvoxe import strips at 
3s. 3d. when there are large stocks in the 
country ready to come into consumption 
with a duty of 3s. 1yd./ All the strips 
at pesent on hand have a preference of 
1$d., and it cannot be expected that 
strips will be imported as long as the 
stock of them is sufficient. 


The hon. Member for Bolton raised a 
question which he has raised before in ro- 
gard tothe form of our national accounts. 
The hon, Gentleman speaks with great in- 
dependence, disregarding every authority. 
He does not mind what Mr. G!adstone 
said; he holds his own view. He does 
not mind what the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn says, although he holds 
to Mr. Gladstone’s idea. There are 
really two schools of thought on this 
subject. The hon. Member for Bolton, 
and those who think with him, would 
like to assimilate our form of nat‘onal 
accounts to those of any business concern. 
There is a great deal to be said for that, 





and I have very great sympathy with 
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the desire. I think it does mislead the 
House, and certainly the country, that 
the totalexpenditure is put on one side, and 
the revenue from the Post Office on the 
other side, of the accounts, and although 
profits grow year by yea*. not perhaps 
so much as we should like to see them, vet 
our expenditure is shown in a way which 
represents it to the taxpayer as if he were 
paying more taxes. The expenditure 
due to this cause is lumped in with the 
total and represented as being due to 
increased provision for naval and military 
purposes. I think that isa misconception 
fostered by the present form of accounts, 
and if I had to frame the accounts for 
the first time I do not think [ should be 
inclined myself to frame them in the way 
they are now. But the present form has 
high authority behind it. It is the form 
which our accounts have taken for many 
years, and there is always a certain disad- 
vantage in altering the form of accounts 
because it is apt toconfuse the comparisons 
with previous years, Against the opinion 
of the hon. Gentleman and those who think 
with him, I have to balance the opinion 
of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn and 
those who agree with him, that the 
present form is the right one, and that 
we ought actually to g> further in the 
sime direction. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn makes it a complaint tha: 
appropriation-in-aid does not in 
the same wey appear on both sides 
of the account. We carry out, let me 
say, the service for some petty loan. 
We advance £1,000 and receive it back. 
According to some hon. Gentlemen that 
cught to be shown in a separate suspense 
account, and ought not to eter into our 
balance-sheet at all. According to the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn the txx- 
pavers will not know the true state of 
affairs until it is first added to the 
expenditure and then the revenue, and 
appears on both sides of the account. 
Who shall decide when doctors disagree ¢ 
[am not by any means wedded to the 
present way of presentiig the accounts, 
I have shown that by adopt.ng the form 
of circular which was this year placed in 
the hands of Members when the Budget 
was introduced, and which I owe to the 
hon. Member for Exeter, to whom I 
think the Committee are indebted in th-s 
matter. I know that if I attempt to 


evel y 


introduce changes without the general , 
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consensus of opinion behind them, 
however desirable in my opinion or that 
of hon. Gentlemen, there would arise 
great opposition, and a great expenditure 
of time would be caused. I think the 
Public Accounts Committee have some 
right to be consulted in these mitters. 
Any expression of opinion from them 
would, of course, always receive my serious 
attention, and if thev thought it well to 
recommend a change such as the hon. 
Gentleman proposes I should at anv rate 
feel that that was some further induce- 
ment to incur the risk of criticism and of 
condemnation by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. | hope if we are to have 
a discussion with special reference to the 
tea tax the general discussion may now 
be allowed to close, s» that we may take 
that special discussion before half-past 


seven. 


and Means. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) 
moved that the tea duty be reduced 
to 4d. instead of 6d. as proposed by 
the Chancellor the lixchequer. The 
Committee would be perfectly justified 
in further reducing the tax, and in bring- 
ing it back to the sum at which it stood 
before the war. The hon. Member 
for Dumbartonshire had dilated at con- 
siderable length on the evil effects of 
tea-drinking, and suggested that Seotch 
broth should be adopted in place of 
tea as an article of diet. Scotch broth 
was no doubt an excellent diet, but it 
would be inconvenient for working people 
who used tea because they could carry 


it with them to their places of em- 
ployment, where of necessity they 
must drimk it cold. He would not 
argue this subject at length, but he 
did contend that tea was an article 


of necessity in the homes of the people. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had told 
them that many people who paid indirect 
taxation did not pay any direct taxation. 
That was undoubtedly true, but was it not 
a great misfortune to the people who did 
not pay direct taxation ? Many people 
would be delighted to be in the position of 
having to pay income-tax. He would 
remind the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that although the worke:s did not pay 
income-tax, they stood in a wholly dif- 
ferent relationship to the State from that 
in which th» richer portion of the com- 
munity stood. The worker every hour 
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of his working life was contributing to 
the maintenance of the State, and with- 
out him the State would soon become a 
thing of the past. The workers suffered 
in many ways. In the recent bad times 
thousands of them suffered from want 
of employment. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should again feel inclined to 
argue that the workers escaped direct 
taxation he should remember that by 
their labours they made a great contribu- 
tion to the maintenance of the State. 
Therefore, they were entitled to wholly 
different consideration from that which 
was given to the people who paid income- 
tax. He agreed with the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that the income tax in 
its present form was a great burden to a 
large number who now had to pay it. 
He could bear witness to the fact that 
many people paid income-tax who really 
were not liable for it, and who would be 
exempted if their case was thoroughly 
examined and properly put before the 
Income-Tax Commissioners. He hoped 
that the results of the labours of the Com- 
mittee appointed last year to consider this 
great question would be to protect people 
of limited incomes from the imposition 
of heavy burdens. 


Ways 


The tax on tea was now, in some 
cases, upwards of 100 per cent. on its 
wholesale value. That was an enor- 


mous tax to levy on an article of} 


everyday use, chiefly among the poor, 
and ought not to be allowed to pass. 
It ought at least to be brought down 
to the amount at which it stood in 
the ante-war period, viz., 4d. per pound. 
Some years back the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Bristol, when Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer, made him a 
conditional promise that he would go 
into the question of taxing tea on its 
value. Why rot tax tea according to its 
value instead of according to its bulk or 
weight / He hoped the Chancellor would 


consider what could be done in that 
direction. It might be said that his pro- 
posal would reduce the Chancellor's 


revenue by a million and a half. He 
was, of course, not called upon to make 
good the deficiency. The present Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer had graciously con- 
sented to select the next Chancellor from 
the Opposition Penches ; but it was rather 
unkind of him to make arrangements 
somewhat in advance of the occasion. 


Mr. Broadhurst. 
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He could not expect to be that Chancellor, 
and therefore it was not for him to point 
out how the Chancellor could recom- 
pense himself for reducing the tea duty 
to 4d. But there was a very simple 
way. The Exchequer might be recouped 
by a reduction of expenditure. The 
Chancellor might turn his attention 
to his colleagues’ extravagance in Pall 
Mall. It would be a much more difficult 
thing to reduce the efficiency of the 
gentlemen there than their extravagant 
expenditure, because they had a notorious 
habit of spending money without giving 
the nation adequate results. He might 
also consider the question of taxing 
ground rents. In the Metropolis alone 
an income of several millions was obtained 
from this source. 


HON. MEMBERS on the MINISTERIAL 


Benches: They pay income-tax already, 


Mr. BROADHURST said they paid 
income-tax on their gross income, but 
here would be an additional source to 
tax. Other sources of revenue could be 
obtained from pure luxuries and ex- 
travagance of living. The whole object 
of taxation should be to make all classes 
bear an equal sacrifice according to their 
position and the means at their disposal. 


Amendment proposed— 


In line 5, to leave cut the words ‘six pence,” 
and insert the words “four pence.’—(Jr. 
Broadhurst.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘That the words 
‘six pence’ stand part of the proposed 
Resolution.” 


*Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Sowerby) said that the hon. Meinber for 


Leicester had stated that the duty on 
certain kinds of tea was 100 per cent. 
of its value; but the hon. Gentleman 
had understated the case. It was con- 
siderably over 100 per cent. The tea 
most used by the working people was 
sold wholesale at from 4$d. to 5d. per fb, 
and on that a duty of 8d. per tb. had 
been paid last year. But that was not 
the only pressure put on the working 
classes, for they had to pay duty on the 
tea, and then also the percentage 
of profits on the whole price of the 
goods which had been increased in 
price by the duty. That was one of 
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the evils of all indirect taxation; and a 
man who bought a tea originally sold at 
41d. per pound had to pay for it 15d. or 
16d. per pound, whereas the man who 
bought a high-class tea at 4s. per pound 
paid a@ much smaller proportion of the 
duty compared with the working man. 
If some hon. Members would only visit 
the towns of Lancashire and Yorkshire 
they would see hundreds and thousands 
of tins containing tea being carried to 
the workpeople two and three times 
daily, which showed the extent to 
which the beverage was consumed, 
and they would realise that a duty of 
even 6d. per pound was exceedingly 
heavy upon them. To impose the same 
duty on every quality of tea might 
be paralleled by levelling the same tax 
on every house in a town of, say, 20,000 
inhabitants—whether it was a poor 
man’s house or a rich man’s house with 
three or four times the accommodation. 
He did not believe in what was called the 
relative proportion of direct and_in- 
direct taxation, for indirect taxation 
always carried with it a double burden, 
as it involved a taxation on profits as 
well as on original cost. 


Ways 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) said it had been suggested that the 
tax on tea should be graduated accord- 
ing to the price paid for it. To a large 
number of people tea had now become 
an article of luxury, and many paid as 
much as four or five shillings a pound 
for it. A graduated tax should be put 
upon tea, and the burden of the tax 
would then fall on the shoulders of those 
who were well able to bear it. 


Sik =JOHN GORST 
University) thought the | Amend- 
ment could not possibly be agreed 
to because the finances of the country 
would not bear it. It seemed to him 
that the right state of things in regard 
to indirect taxation would be reached 
when they got back to the condition 
prevailing before the war, and when 
there was no taxation on articles of 
universal consumption except such as 
were regarded as a luxury. He was 
afraid that he must class tea as a 
luxury, and he was of opinion that the 


(Cambridge 
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to children contributed very largely to 
the physical deterioration of the ris- 
ing generation. The habit of drinking 
tea and eating bread and butter had 
lately been condemned by every hy- 
gienic authority. One of the causes of 
the great increase of insanity in Ireland 
was the practice of feeding children with 
tea and bread and butter in that part of 
the country. Tea and bread and butter 
did not furnish the materials required 
for the building up of bone in children. 
He did not put sugar in the same cate- 
gory. It was true that they could not 
feed a child on sugar alone, but in con- 
junction with other articles it was an 
extremely wholesome food, and he hoped 
to see the day when it would be untaxed, 
as it was in former days. No doubt it 
was an article of general consumption 
which in times of emergency, such as 
war and when the whole population of 
the country was called upon to make a 
sacrifice, might be taxed, but in times 
of peace it ought to be the object of 
every Government to free sugar from 
taxation as early as it could possibly be 
dore, having regard to the due main- 
tenance of finance. It was no part of 
the duty of a Government to say to the 
country what luxuries should be in- 
dulged in. That decision must be left 
to the people and whether the Govern- 
ment approved or not of the consump- 
tion of alcohol, tobacco, or tea, their 
feelings should not influence their minds 
on the subject of taxation. They might 
look to the taxation of those articles 
as reasonable incidents in the raising of 
the Revenue. He hoped the tax on tea 
might be further reduced as soon as the 
financies of the country would permit. 


and Means. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich) 
said even a small amount of duty 
fell upon the consumer. He did not 
agree with the view of reducing the tea 
duty instead of the sugar duty. If the 
Chanceilor of the Exchequer had granted 
a reduction in the sugar tax he would 
have conferred an enormous advantage 
upon the country. He believed that, 
owing to the Sugar Convention, sugar 
held a totally different position to that 
which it held before. The Continental 
countries willingly contracted them- 


quantity of tea and bread now given i selves out—— 


VOL. CXLIV,. [Fourts Srrtss.] 
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*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The question of sugar does not arise 
on this Amendment. The hon. Member 
must confine himself to tea. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) under- 
stood that by the arrangement of the 
previous night a general discussion was 
to be allowed. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN pointed out that 
this Amendment must be disposed of 
before a general discussion could take 
place. 


Mr. CAWLEY said he desired to ar- 
gue that sugar had a much greater claim 
to reduction than tea hut in deference 
to the Chairman’s ruling he would not 
continue his argument. He would at an- 
other time point out to the Chancellor 
the Exchequer the grave danger to the 
country likely to accrue if the sugar tax 
were not reduced. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY of 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DIsH, Derbyshire, W.) said that owing to 
the exigencies of the case the Govern- 
ment was unable to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the question of an ad valorem duty on tea 
had been raised by the hon. Gentleman 
on more than one oceasion. He did not 
think the hon. Gentleman was aware how 


great would be the difliculty in imposing | 


an ad valorem duty. They heard a great 
deal of comment regarding the high 
ad valorem rate which the tax bore to the 
value of the article. He did not think 
the way in which that argument was used 
was always honest or frank because he did 
not know among those using it any one 
who was in favour of an ad valorem duty. 
He recently received a very influential 
deputation of the trade which touched 
lightly on the proportion of the duty to 
the value, and he put the question to them 
direct—would they like him to impose an 
ad valorem duty? They did not give 
him a definite answer at first but told him 
it would be impossible to collect such a 
duty,and subsequently they begged of him 
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with all the emphasis at their command 
not to do it. They pointed out that it 
tended to penalise the higher class article ; 
to force the consumption of the lower 
grade and to restrict the consumption of 
the higher grade teas. He did not know 
whether much tea was sold at the prices 
named by the hon. Gentleman op- 


| posite, but he could assure him that it 


was by no means a universal fact that 
poor people or the working classes drank 
the worst tea. Some time ago he had 
occasion to examine some Irish budgets 
which were familiar to members of the 
Congested Districts Board, and he wanted 
the amounts respectively spent on tea and 
tobacco. There was no estimate set out 
of the quantities, and he consulted an 
hon. Member from Ireland as to what he 
thought would be a fair price to charge 


upon the tea which was consumed in 
that country. ‘The hon. Member re- 
plied that he could not answer 
the question off-hand, but it might 
be taken for certain that the 


poor Irish peasant generally drank a 
good tea and would not be put off with 
poor rubbish. Accordingly an ad valorem 
duty might not result in bringing relief 
to that particular class to which the hon. 
Gentleman was anxious to give it. But 
even if it were not open to that objection 
there would be an enormous difficulty 
in imposing a duty in that form. Sales 
of tea no longer took place as formerly in 
the sale rooms. Some of the great dis- 
tributors now had their own tea gardens 
and imported their own tea. In 1834-35 
there was an attempt to graduate 
the duty and there were three rates, 
Is. 6d., 2s. 2d., and 3s., respectively, but 


'the discrimination then in force would 





not be applicable in the circumstances 
of to-day. That attempt to graduate the 
tea duty really broke down because the 
Customs authorities of that time found 
it impossible properly to distinguish be- 
tween the different teas, and whatever 
theoretical attractions it might have to 
the hon. Gentleman it would prove to be 
harassing and annoying to the trade. 
It would require them to intrust an enor- 
mous discretion to the Customs authorities 
which could not be exercised without 
criticism, and might in the end result in 
the poor people having to pay a far 
higher price for their tea than they did 


how. 
‘ 








Be oe ee By a ee eae ey eae, ee 
oS 6 so & &o te be hte Ue bee Oe bo Oe Me > 





k 


d 
id 


ai 
le 


se 





1321 


Question put. 
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Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Gayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn. J. ( Birm. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hu J.A(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddingtoa, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colstoa, Chis. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lueas 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Charles Curtis( Antrim,S. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb, Shepherd ( Bolton’ 
Crossley, Rt.Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles | 
Davenport. William Bromley | 
Denny, Colonel 


| Hickman, Sir 
Hobhouse, Rt Hn H(So mers’t, E 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 249; 


| Noes, 184, 


AYES. 


Dewar,SirT.R.(TowerHamlets ) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


! Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.SirJoseph C. 


Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 


Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edward 


Finch, Kt. Hon. George H 


| Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fison, Frederick William 


| Flannery, Sic Fortescue 


Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 


| Gartit, William 

| Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

| Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
| Gordon, Hn J. E.fElgin& Nairn) 
| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 38.) 
| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
| Goschen, Hon, George Joachim 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Graham, Henry Robert 


| Gray, Eroest (West Ham) 


Green, Walford D. (Wednesb’ry 


| Greene,Sir EW.(RuryEdm’nds) 


Greene, Heury D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 


| Gretton, John 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslett. Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley ) 


| Heath, Sir James(StatfordsN\W 
| Heaton, John Henniker 


Henderson, Sir A (Stafford, W.) 
Alfred 


Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John( Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Glaverhouse 
Jetfreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.SirJohn H. 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Gol. W. 


Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Win. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Liaw, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph (Monm’th 


2Z 2 


(Division List No. 131.) 


| Lawson, Hn.H L W. Mile End) 
| Lawson, JohnGrant( York.N.R. 
| Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
| Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col.Charles W(Evesham) 
| Long, Rt Hn Walter( Bristol,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lowe, Francis William 
| Lowther, G.(Cumb., Eskdale) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Coi, Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M*Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
| Majendie, James A. H. 
| Marks, Harry Hananel 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Maxwell, Rt Hn Sir HE(Wigt’n) 
| Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 
| Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
| Montagu, Hon.J. Scott ( Hants.) 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Moore, William 
Morpeth Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray, C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Gol. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 

| Pym, C. Guy 

| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Ranales, John S. 

| Rankin, Sir James 

| Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

| Reid, James (Greenock) 

| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Force 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Samuel,Sir Harry (S Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHn.J Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Buchanan, ‘Thomas Ryburr 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Rurt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin, CharlesRamsay(Galw’y 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A, 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,Capt E C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred Z 
Esmonde, Sir Thomes 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


| 
d 


{COMMONS} 


; Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Hon. Rt.Lord (Lancs.) 
| Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M‘Taggart 
| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Stroyan, John 

| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Talbot, Rt.HnJG(Oxf’d Univ. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Gharles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir Ji#hn Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir CE. H(Sheftield 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A G E(Taunton) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


NOES. 


| Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
| Fenwick, Charles 
| Ferguson, RK. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Ffrench, Peter 
| Field, William 
| Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Powler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain I. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt Hn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Kt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 
| Hermsworth, R. Leicester 
| Herwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
| Healy, Timothy Michael 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Hemphill, Pt. Hon. Charles H. 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharp 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
} 
| 





| Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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| Williams, Golonel R. (Dorset) 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 


| Wodehouse, Rt Hn E. R.(Bath) 








Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. GC. B.Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Leese, SirJosephk.( Accrington 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, ‘Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas JJ. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 


| O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Maye, N.) 
O Kelly, James(RoscommonN, 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 


| Roche, John 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B. (Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) Tennant, Harold John Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Sheehy, David Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. | Wills, ArthurWalters(N Dorset 
Shipman, Dr. John G. | Tillett, Louis John Wilson, Fred.W(Norfolk, Mid.) 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) Toulmin, George Wilson, HenryJ.( York, W. R.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) Ure, Alexander Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley Villiers, Ernest Amherst Woodhouse, Sir JT(Huddersf'd 
Soares, Ernest J. Wallace, Robert Young, Samuel 


Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR.(Northants | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) TELLERS ror THE NoES—Mr. 
Strachey, Sir Edward White, George (Norfolk) ,roadhurst and Mr. 
Sullivan, Donal White, Luke (York, E.R.) Channing. 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 


Main Question again proposed. ,on the ground that sugar was a food 
of the poor, but for the moment he urged 

Mr. CAWLEY, in calling attention to! that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
the effect of the sugar duty, pointed out | should give his attention to the aspect 
that at the time of the imposition of that | of the case as it affected the confec- 
duty Continental countries had of their | tionery trade, otherwise some thousands 
own free will contracted themselves out | of hands might be thrown out of em- 
of certain industries because by giving | ployment. 
bounties they had so raised the price | 
of sugar within their own boundaries that) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
it was impossible for their people to go| The speech to which we have just lis- 
into businesses which had wonderfully | tened is a remarkable one as coming 
thrived in this country. Under these | from that side of fhe House. The hon. 
circumstances, the position with regard to | Member practically states that the trade 
the sugar duty now was very different | for which he is expressing anxiety has 
compared with that at the time of its im- | been protected, and that unless that 
position, and he could not see how our | protection is renewed large numbers of 
confectionery manufacturers could carry | workmen will be thrown out of em- 
on their business unless the sugar) ployment. 
duty was taken off or the Convention | 
denounced. As the Convention could) Mr. CAWLEY regretted he had not 
not at present be denounced, he sub- made himself better understood. What 
mitted that the duty ought to be re-| he said was that the industry had been 
pealed. The confectionery trade had protected at other people’s expense, 
grown up under a system of protection) and what he wanted was that the raw 
of the very best kind—-protection at/ material should be brought imto the 
other people’s expense. The bounties) country duty free, the raw material not 
had enabled our manufacturers to obtain) being grown here, in order that our 
their raw material cheaply, and the con-| manufacturers might be on equal terms 
sumer also had benefited. But the) with other people. 
Germans were now relieved of their | 
bounties; the price to the German) Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
consumer was as low as in this country, | do not think the hon. Member's explan- 
and, Germany being the largest grower} ation corrects my statement to any 
of beet sugar, the German manufac- | appreciable extent. He ascribes the 
turers would have the advantage which) prosperity of the trade to the fact that 
accrued to the producers of the raw) it was protected. He says it was at 
material. The result, unless the Chan-| other people’s expense. Undoubtedly 
cellor of the Exchequer saw his way to| it was—partly at the expense of the 
repeal the duty, would doubtless be to| foreigner and partly at the expense of 
reduce our confectionery trade by at) other industries in this country. The 
least one-half. All British manufac-| hon. Member further says that the trade 
turers wanted were even terms, but) cannot continue to exist in any condition 
these they would not have under existing | of prosperity unless either the Conven- 
circumstances. The reduction of the | tion is denounced or the present duty of 
sugar duty might well be advocated | 4s. 2d. per hundredweight repealed. 


ad 
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Of course, the denunciation of the Con- 
vention will bring no advantage what- 
ever to the trade unless it results in the 
restoration of the protection which the 
hon. Member desires. 


Ways 


Mr. CAWLEY: At other people’s 
expense. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN :We 


have often tried to find out what really 
was the point of view of hon. Members 
opposite in regard to bounties, and 


from the hon. Member at any rate we | 


have now had a clear statement. He 
would consider it the duty of any British 


Government to stimulate the granting | 


of bounties by foreign countries. If 
bounties are good’ for raw sugar they are 
equally good for confectionery. 
why should not the consumer of the 
articles have the advantage of the 
bounty? And why should 


raw material has hitherto had ? 
to one article without defending them 
in regard to all articles, and it would 
be interesting to see the condition of 
trade which would be 
the hon. Member had his way, and ex- 
tended among our competitors a general 


system of bounties upon all goods which | 


compete with our home-made produc- 
tions. The hon. Member has rightly 
said that the Convention cannot be 
denounced at present. I do not think 
it is likely to be denounced at any time, 
unless it has so efficiently done its work 
that there is not much probability of a 
recurrence of bounties. That being so, 
the hon. Member says the confectioners 
cannot live unless the sugar duty is 
repealed. Why not? What trade are 
they going to lose? Their export trade 
does not suffer. They get a drawback 
when they export, and are thereby put 
in the same position for exporting as 
if there were no duty. Then it is their 
home trade. But why? This duty 
is not confined to articles manufactured 
in this country. Imported confectionery 
has to pay the same duty as has been 
charged on the sugar used in the manu- 
facture of confectionery here. Ac- 
cordingly, as far as the home trade is 
concerned, the British manufacturer of 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


And | 


not the | 
manufacturer on the Continent have the | 
advantage which the producer of the | 
You | 
cannot defend these bounties in regard | 


introduced 1f | 
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confectionery is on those equal terms 
which the hon. Member desires, and 
which he in the same breath declares 
are not sufficient to preserve the industry 
from extinction ; whilst in regard to the 
foreign trade, by reason of the draw- 
back, he is at no disadvantage what- 
ever. The hon. Member says that our 
home manufacturer will be at a great 
disadvantage because an enormous 
amount of sugar is produced in Germany, 
whereas none is grown here. But he 
does not press that to the logical con- 
clusion to which I should have thought 
his protectionist theories would have 
driven him, and suggest that the 
same encouragement should be given 
'to the producer of beet in this country 
as has existed in Germany. What he 
| does suggest is that the growing of sugar 





| by Germany will give the German manu- 
'facturers of confectionery an unfair ad- 
/vantage in competition with our own 
manufacturers unless the duty is re- 
moved. The idea that a particular price 
of Germany is a world’s price is rather a 
peculiar one, and the hon. Member will 
|find little commercial or economic 
| authority for that theory, 


Mr. CAWLEY made a remark which 
was inaudible in the Press Gallery 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
hon. Member should not interrupt with 
an observation which is entirely irrele- 
/vant. The hon. Member’s argument was 
| that the price would be lower in Germany 
| because Germany was a sugar-producing 
country. There is nothing to prevent 
| anybody buying German sugar, and the 
| fact that there is a prohibition of the im- 
| portation of sugar from the Argentine or 
| Russia does not in the least affect the 
| transfer of sugar from Germany to this 
| country or the fact that the price of sugar 
is a world’s price. It is not relevant to 
'the hon. Member’s argument, which was 
| confined to German sugar. It does not 
| affect my statement about the world’s 
| price because, although Russian and 
| Argentine sugar does not come here at 
ithis moment, it does enter into the 

world’s supply and consumption, and 
| therefore does enter into the world’s price. 
The hon. Member opposite seemed to be 
under the impression that Germany, 
}unlike ourselves, had no duty upon 
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Ways 


sugar. [‘ No.”} 
mistaken if he thinks that the duty on 
sugar 1s higher in this country than in 
(iermany, If he entertains any idea 
of that kind he is completely mistaken. 
Our duty is 4s. 2d., while the duty in 
Germany 's 7s. 14d. 


Me. CAWLEY: But the 


manufacturers get a drawback. * 


German 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Om 
manufacturers, we are told, cannot com- 
pete with the German manufacturers of 
sugar because they are called upon here 
to pay a duty of 4s. 2d. which 's charged 
upon all imported confections of sugar, 
whilst in Germany the manufacturers 
have to pay 7s. L}d. I am aware that 
there is a drawback given on the export 
of sugared goods from Germany exactly 
as there is an export duty here, but so 
far as it enters into competition at all 
for trade purposes the duty is lower 
here to-day than it is in Germany. I 
think I have said enough to show that 
whatever may be said either for or against 
a revision of the sugar duties it cannot 
be urged upon the grounds which the 
hon, Member oppos'te has put forward. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lan- 
eashire. Radcliffe) said the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would never persuade 
any class of manufacturers that to tax 
their raw material, whatever drawbacks 
were allowed, left them in as good a 
position as if it had not been taxed. 
The German Government was at present 
endeavoring to arrange for a system 
of drawbacks to enable English cloth 
to be imported to make German jackets, 
but it was found almost impossible, and 
when it came to be worked out the 
difficulties of ascertaining how much of 
the raw material entered into the com- 
position of any particular kind of goods 
left an opening for the manufacturers 
to defraud the Government as was done 
largely in the United States. The diffi- 
culty of determining how far the raw 
material entered into the article left 
an open field either for defrauding the 
Government or for putting the manu 
facturer to a loss which the Govern- 
ment did not compensate him for by 


means of the drawbacks, Apart, how- 
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ever, from the question of cost, the very 
great inconvenience and trouble were 
always hampering conditions to the manu- 
facturer. The fact could not be ignored 
that sugar had a strong claim for con- 
sideration, as not only the food of the 
people, but also as the raw material 
not of one industry, but, as had been said 
over and over again in the House, of 
many industries. It entered into the 
production of many articles which did 
not ucually come before them, and 
which most of them did not know had 
sugar in their composition. He came up 
in the train the other day with a rather 
rabid supporter of the Government who 
told him that while he considered sugar a 
proper instrument by which to tax the 
consumer, it was a most abominable thing 
to tax it as the raw material of his 
industry, for he happened to be a manu- 
facturer «f an article of which sugar was 
a raw material, That sort of thing was 
not confined to one Party. People did 
not like taxation which hit themselves. 
With regard to the bounties the position 
was this * The sugar-using industries of 
this country had had the advantage and 
the disadvantage—he would call it a 
doubtful advantage—of protection, and 
now that they were brought into open 
competition with the rest of the world 
they were to some extent at a disadvan- 
tage. There was no doubt that every pro- 
tected industry, though it might enjoy 
some advantages, was, like a hothouse 
plant brought into the open air, weaker for 
the conditions under which it had lived. 
It was, however, a protection which at all 
events had not been to the disadvantage 
of tne consumer in this country. Having 
had that advantage taken away, their 
case was one of peculiar hardship that 
their raw material should be thus doubly 
hit, and this made the tax on sugar one 


and Means. 


‘to be removed as soon as possible. 


He did not see why there should not be 
issued at the time of the Budget a Paper 
showing in a very brief form of profit 
and loss the accounts of the Post Office. 
It should always be recognised that 
part of the expense of the Post Office 
was interest on capital and depreciation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
Return is published giving the informa- 
tion desired. 
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Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR: In the 


shape of a balance-sheet ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No? 


as a Return giving the information. 


*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR said he 
suggested the Return should take the 
form of an annual balance-sheet «nd 
profit and less account of that Depart- 
ment. It would be a very useful 
thing, and prevent misconception on 
the part of the public and the 
mixing up of one fund with another. 
Might he make another practical sugges- 
tion which would prevent a great amount 
of misconception, and which would, he 
believed, tend to economy—that economy 
which they all professed to desire and so 
few really tried to promote? The Com- 
missioners of Inland Revenue, when 
issuing the demand note for income-tax, 
might give upon it in small epitomised 
form the amount of the national expendi- 
ture to which the taxpavers were called 
upon to contribute their quota. He had 
long thought that it would be a most use- 
ful thing if the taxpavers were informed in 
this way of the amounts required for the 
Army and Navy, education, the Civil 
Service, and other things. This would 
bring home to the taxpayers the real 
objects for which the money was paid, in 
the same way as was done by local 
authorities. He did not see that the 
Imperial Government should be above 
taking a lesson in this matter from the 
local authorities. This information could 
be given without incurring any additional 
cost. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had told the Committee that afternoon 
that he was not personally responsible 
for the Army and Navy expenditure. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he saw no 
advantage in the homilies which Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer sometimes gave 
while expenditure was increasing. The 
hon. Member would like a homily from 
the Chancellor of Exchequer when ex- 
penditure was being decreased, and he 
thought it would be a good thing if the 
right hon. Gentleman would nail his 
colours to the mast in the way former 


Chancellors had done. He hoped if the 


right hon. Gentleman was still in office 
next year he would not only give them 
a homily but an illustration in the reduc- 
tion of expenditure, because though he 
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| might not be responsible for military 


expenditure he was an important mem- 
ber of the Government which was re- 
sponsible. The right hon. Gentleman 
had shown pluck this year in defying the 
strong feeling not only in the House but 
in the country in favour of the reduc- 
tion of the income-tax. He urged the 
right hon. Gentleman to show a little 
more pluck and to put more pressure on 
his colleagues, so that when he brought 
in another Budget next year he would 
be able to preach an economical policy 
and to give better illustrations than he 
had done this year. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he agreed with the hon. Member 
opposite that there was nothing more 
important than that the public accounts 
should be made intelligible to the ordinary 
person. They were not 80 at present. 
The two suggestions made by the hon. 
Member would not tend to simplify them. 
The first suggestion was that the whole 
of the public expenditure should be 
punted on the income-tax paper in an 
epitomised form. The House would re- 
member that the income-tax paper was 
issued in the autumn of each year and the 
total expenditure of the country was not 
and could not possibly be known until 
March 3lst following. Therefore the 
suggestion of the hon. Member was like 
a request for six months further credit. 
If they were to wait until they 
got the total expenditure they would 
not pay until March 31st what they 
ought to pay before December 31st. 
The hon. Gentleman also suggested that 
the revenue and expenditure of the Post 
Office should be put in the form of a 
balance-sheet. A balance sheet did not 
show revenue and expenditure; it was 
a statement of assets and _ liabilities, 
which was an entirely different thing. 
One of the assets of the Post Office was 
the monopoly right of carrying letters 
and sending telegrams. That a was good 
asset, but would the hon. Gentleman 
suggest the amount at which it should 
be valued ? He submitted that it was 
impossible for the Post Office to give that 
kind of balance-sheet. He thought that 
what the hon. Gentleman meant was 
a profit and loss account. That was 
really published already, because there 
was an account with the receipts on one 
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side and the outlays on the other. It was 
within his knowledge that the telephone 
department of the Post Office made an 
annual loss while the National Telephone 
Company made a profit. The remark- 
able thing with regard to the Post Office 
accounts was that the real effectual 
revenue came not from the telegraph and 
telephone sixpences, shillings, and _half- 
crowns, but from the magic penny. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN in- 


dicated assent. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
glad the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
cheered that. He would recommend the 
penny to the right hon. Gentleman as 
a great engine of taxation. Any Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer who knew how 
to use it in the same sort of spirit as 
it had been used by the Post Office 
would obtain a large increase of revenue. 


He did not think the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had been quite fair in his 
treatment of the sugar question. The 
right hon. Gentleman asked how it was 
that the sugar manufacturers were 
suffering and how they could not manu- 
facture now as before. For the simple 
reason that sugar had doubled in price. 
The same sugar which formerly cost his 
constituents 14d. per lb. now cost 23d. 
With the raw material of this industry so 
largely increased, it followed as a matter 
of course that the industry could not 
be conducted with the same success as 
before. The remarkable thing was that 
although it was said the increase in price 
was due to the shortage of crops the price 
had not gone up, but had gone down 
in the other countries which were parties 
to the Sugar Convention. It was only 
here, the great sugar market of the world, 
that the price had gone up. How could 
they talk of the world’s price when they 
excluded from this market the sugar 
produced by countries like Spain, Russia, 
Denmark, the Argentine, end San Do- 
mingo? The Argentine was a country 
from which previously we obtained 
large quantities of sugar. When a mono- 
poly was given, as in fact was done in this 
case, this mischief arose. That was 
what had been the greatest element, 
in his belief, in the rise in the price of 
sugar. That was why the confectionery 
and jam industries had seriously suffered. 
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In his own constituency the import 
of sugar had enormously declined. Not 
only was sugar dearer, but a great deal 
of work had been lost to those who used 
to unload the sugar and handle it after- 
wards. It would be an affectation to 
doubt whether the export of confectionery 
and other cognate products had not been 
affected by the Brussels Convention. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew that by 
this Convention we had been made slaves 
of the Brussels Commission composed 
for the most part of foreigners. It 
should not be forgotton that an appeal 
was made by the Government against 
what we considered the totally unfair 
methods in which articles manufactured 
in this country, into the composition of 
which sugar entered, were treated when 
exported to the contracting countries. 
He hoped that that appeal would be 
successful. The cruel loss to the sugar 
industries of this country was not due 
so much to the tax this House had given 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as that we had given a monopoly of the 
greatest market for sugar in the world 
to the co-signatories of the Convention, 
and the result had been most disastrous. 
He thought that sugar was a very impor- 
tart article of food. It was well known 
that in cane sugar producing countries 
every animal, from man downwards, 
got fat,-round, and rubicund when the 
new crop of sugar came in. The right 
hon. Gentleman might keep his sugar 
tax as long as it was necessary for 
revenue, but he regretted the fetters by 
which we had unfortunately bound 
ourselves in consequence of the Sugar 
Convention, which was contrary to 
every sound principle of sound finance. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said he 
would not enter into any discussion of 
the fiseal aspect of the Sugar Con- 
vention. What concerned him was the 
sugar tax, which was the subject more 
strictly before the Committee. This 
sugar duty was imposed by a former 
Chancellor of the Exchequer as a merely 
temporary tax, which was to be taken 
off as soon as the war was over. At the 
time of the impost he himself pro- 
tested against the increased burden which 
it would put upon the people of Ireland. 
He protested all the more strongly 
against the tax because it had been 
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imposed in order to carry through the 


South African War—a war waged against | 


the most sacred sentiment which Irish- 


men possessed, a war against the liberties | 


of a free people. If this matter was 
brought to a division he would vote 
against the tax. Earlier in the evening 
there was a discussion as to the pro- 
portion which direct taxation bore to 
indirect taxation. It was pointed out 
that the proportion of indirect to direct 
taxation was 49 per cent. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, in replying, 
did not tell the Committee that the 
system of taxation imposed on Irish- 
men had very different results, because 
it worked out that the proportion 
in Ireland of direct to indirect taxation 
was 37 per cent. That had the result 
of putting an extreme burden on the 


poorer population of Ireland. It was time) 


that some Irishmen should protest 
against such a system of taxation which 
was largely responsible for the unfortu- 
nate economic condition of that country. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he wished 
to know whether any consideration 
had been given by the Cabinet to the 
great question of the reform of local 
taxation. Every four years the Agri- 


cultural Rates Continuance Act was | 
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™ *Tue CHAIRMAN pointed out that a 
Bill was already before the House and 


and Means. 


/was under the control of the Local 


passed, which was a great injustice to | 


urban taxpayers. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That question is 


not before the Committee. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said he 
wanted to know whether they were to 
have every four year 


objection from hon. Members on that 
side of the House and whether— -- 


*THe CHAIRMAN said this did not 
come within the four corners of the 
Finance Bill. It was not even a matter 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but came in the province of the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY begged to 
think it must be in the province of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He would 
not persist in his arguments, but he 
thought it a surprising ruling. 


Mr. 0’ Mara. 


Government Board. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY had no 
desire to argue the question, but would 
ask whether the whole matter of the 
reform of our local taxation was under 
the consideration of the Cabinet, and 
whether there was any prospect of this 
great question being dealt with. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is a matter 
for the Prime Minister. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) said the present tax on sugar 
was a serious impcst on the food of 
the people. The money spent on the 
country had somehow to Le raised, and 
vari us taxes had to be devised. They 
could not judge in a single year what 
would be the effect of the Convention 
upon the supply of sugar in years to 
come. Already in various cane-growing 
countries there had been a great stimulus, 
and they might expect to have sugar 
supplied in increasing quantities and 
at a decreasing cost. With regard to 
(rermany——- 


THe CHAIRMAN said the hon, 


'Member was not entitled to discuss the 


| subject of the Suger Convention. He 


was entitled to refer to it so far as it 
influenced the price of sugar in this 


country, but to go into the whole question 


a continuance of | 
those Bills to which there was so much 


_with the tea tax. 


would not be relevant to the Question 
before the Committee. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS explained 
that he was only following an argument 
raised by an hon. Member who had taken 
a wrong line. He thought the Govern- 
ment were to be congratulated on the 
liberal way in which they had dealt 
There were a great 
many persons in his constituency upon 
whom the burden of the income-tax 
pressed very hardly. He, for one, sympa- 
thised with the income-tax payer in 


'that he had not been chosen by the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer as a subject 
for relief. The right hon. Gentleman had, 


‘however, in his wise discretion, given the 
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relief to the consumers of tea, and they 


{11 Aprit 1905} 


all looked to him to make further re- 


missions when he had further funds in | 


hand. 
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Resolution to be reported to-morrow 
to the House. 
Committee to sit again te-morrow. 
Sitting suspended at 7.28, 
EVENING SITTING, 


HITCHIN AND DISTRICT GAS BILL 
[By Orver.] 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said | 
he respectfully protested against the | 
local authority of | 
had allowed this Bill to go | 


way in which the 
Hitchin 
through without protesting in the only 


way that was open to them, namely, by | 


dividing on the Second Reading as a 


protest against the way in which this | 
Bill had been treated by the promoters. | 
‘ } | 


For the first time for twenty-five years 
the House of Commons had denied to 
a big corporation a compulsory purchase 
clause, and thus denied to the people 


of Hitchin in the future the right to | 


have their own municipal gas. 


Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) | 


said that he had withdrawn his opposition | 


to this measure because he found half 
the local authority of Hitchin were 
in favour of leaving matters as they 
were, and a very large proportion of the 
inhapitants of the town were still more 
in favour of it. It was under those cir 
cumstances that he withdrew his oppo- 
sition to the Third Reading of this Bill 
and, if what the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea said was true, then all he could say 
was that the fault lay with the people 
of Hitchin and not with him. 
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| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whiteley. George (York, W.R.) | 
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| Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Md 

| Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilsor, J.W.(Worcestersh. N ) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


(Clackmannar ) 


(Norfolk) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
O'Mara and Mr. MacVeach. 


(Halifax) 
srick (Bristol, N. 


| IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ PENSION 
FUND. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow) said in 
rising to move the Motion which stood 
in his name he could oniy regret that 
the fortune of the ballot had not 
| placed it in more competent hands, 
He would, however, content himself 
with a brief review of the question, 
and his colleague the hon. Member 
for West Kerry, who was an authority 
/on this matter, would make it quite 
plain that a serious wrong existed 
which ought to be remedied, and that 
the responsibility rested upor the Govern- 
/ment to restore this fund to a state of 
| solvency. He only gave expression to 
the general trend of public opinion in 
Ireland when he said that the national 
schoo! teachers in Ireland deserved well 
of their country. Their work was highly 
‘appreciated, and exercised a large and 
permapent influence for good, and they 
themselves commanded the respect of 
the people. There had been, no doubt, 
in recent years a very great improvement 
in the position of the nationa! school 
teachers, who had gained in credit and 
repute in the same ratio as education had 
been more highly prized, but under the 
present conditions they were unable 
'to furnish for themselves adequate pro- 
vision for their old age, when they could 
no longer carry on remunerative work. 
That was the disability under which the 
'national school teachers of Ireland 
|laboured. He contended that in this 
matter the Government had failed to 
do its duty. In the year 1879, under 
the auspices of two distinguished states- 
men—Sir Stafford Northcote, at that 
time the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Bristol, then Chief Secretary 
for Ireland—the National School Teachers 
Pensions Bill became law. Under the 
| operation of that Act, £1,300,000 taken 








from the Irish Church Surplus Fund 
| became the nucleus of the pension fund, 


Bll to be read the third time, | and when it came into force inducements 
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were held out to the national school 
teachers to join it, and they were offici- 
ally informed of the advantages that 
would accrue,‘and the amount of con- 
tribution they would have to make. The 
national school teachers, having devoted 
the best years of their lives to the service 
of the country, found themselves with not 
enough to provide for themselves and 
their families. They were public ser- 
vants and were entitled to adequate and 
appropriate pensions on retirement. 
They deserved well of their country, and 
what they asked was that the maximum 
pension should, be two-thirds of the 
maximum salary; that the full pension 
be optional for men after thirty-five 
years service fand jfor women after 
thirty years service; that in case of 
enforced retirement owing to disable- 
ment in body or mind a male teacher 
should receive a pension of £20 a year, 
with £1 a year added for every year’s 
service, and a female teacher should 
receive a pension of £15 per annum, with 
l3s. 4d. a year added for each year of 
service; and that all the disablement 
pensions should be provided by the State. 


*Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELu (Kerry, 
W.) said this was no small and unimport- 
ant question, whatever it might appear 
to those who had not considered it. 
Over £2,000,000 of Irish money was in- 
volved, and the provision for the old age 
of 12,000 Irish national school teachers 
was concerned, Education in Ireland 
Was a question which was receiving the 
greatest attention in that country, and 
unless sufficient money was provided and 
primary education placed on a proper 
basis, it was useless to expect there could 
be any advantage to the country by 
the most fanciful and best planned 
schemes. The question of pensions for 
the teachers had in the past received 
less attention than it deserved. In 
1879 an Act was passed which for the 
first time established a system of pen- 
sions for Irish national school teachers. 
Previous to that the teachers received 
on retirement one year’s salary for 
every ten years, service, which amount 
came from the Imperial Treasury. When, 
however, the Act of 1879 was passed, 
a sum of £1,300,000 was taken from the 
Irish Church Fund as a nucleus for the 
fund, and the British Treasury then 


Mr. Hammond. 
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ceased to contribute for eighteen years 
after 1879. A British actuary who had 
been appointed by the Treasury to look 
into the working of the fund, had stated 
that through the action of the Govern- 
ment in ceasing to contribute thejfund 
had lost, and that the Treasury should 
now contribute £400,000. Although the 
fund had now grown to £2,200,000, and 
the balance over, last vear, alter paying 
all charges, amounted to £45,000 a year, 
the actuary appointed by the Treasury 
had stated that it was a bankrupt fund. 
The income of this fund was over 
£100,000 per annum, whilst the payment 
of pensions accounted for £55,000, which 
showed a balance in favour of the fund 
of £45,000 in the year 1903. In the year 
1897 the fund possessed a balance of 
£127,000, yet the Financial Secretary, 
when asked last February why stock 
should be sold at a loss of £13,000, 
replied— 

* Pension stock is oce sionally sold in order 
to enable payments to be made at a time when 
the receipts of a fund fall short of the amounts 
necessary for such payments.” 


Pension Fund. 


which could not be the case when there 
was a balance of £127,000. He hoped 
further inquiry would be made into that 
question. 


The Irish national school teachers had 
contributed during the last twenty years 
to the fund a large amount of money. 
The contributions, which commenced 
with £9,000, now amounted to £25,000, 
and the teachers during all those twenty 
years had been asking for an independent 
actuary, appointed by themselves, to go 
into this fund and see how it was being 


| administered. When they saw how much 


was lost or spent it was only natural 
that the teachers should be suspicious, 
and if there had not been in the view 
of the Government something to hide 
in this matter, he was sure they 
would have acceded to the request 
of the teachers. In the year 1885 Mr. 
Robinson stated that the fund had a bal- 
ance in its favour of £200,000 and that 
it was perfectly solvent and that there 
was no fear of its breaking down. Five 
years later the same gentleman stated 
that the fund was £200,000 in arrears. 
Another gentleman, Mr. Sutton, also 
appointed by the Treasury, said the 
balance against the fund was £837,000, 
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and Mr. Finlaison put it at £924,000.) tween the British Treasury —which had 


Was tt not natural under the circum- | 


stances that the teachers should inquire 
what was the cause and ask that they 
who paid in such a large amount to 
the fund should have access to what 
was their own. In 1895 Mr. Robin- 
son put the deficiency at £1,186,000, 
and Mr. Fialaison stated that this 
deficiency amounted to £1,200,000. 
national teachers of Ireland naturally 
felt under these circumstances that 
although they had contributed a con- 
siderable share of their limited incomes 
to this fund there was no_ possibility 
when they reached their old age of re- 
celving any pensions 


A Departmental Committee was ap- 
pointed, and it reported and made 
three suggestions which seemed very 
characteristic in its injustice to 
a splendid body of Irishmen. They 
first of all agreed with the actuaries 
that the fund was becoming bank- 
rupt, and that something should be 
done to prevent this. It seemed very 
strange that instead of recommending 
the British Treasury to vote an annual 
sum they shrank from doing so, and 
declared that it would not be suitable 
that any money should be given for the 
teachers’ pensions out of the Treasury 
funds, but that it all should come out of 
Irish money. Their first suggestion was 
that the pensions of the men should be re- 
duced from £88 to £50 and that the pen- 
sions of the women should be reduced from 
£65 to£47. Their second suggestion was 
that the teachers’ premiums should be 
rais*d from £9,000 to £23,000 p2r annum, 
an, thirdly, that the retiring gratuities 
should be done away with. Those were 
the recommandations of tha Committee 
wich sat in 1897, and he did not think 
a better instance could be found to illus- 
trate the cheeseparing policy of the Bri- 
tish Treasury in regard to Irish affairs. 
The teachers naturally resented this 
treatment, because they were under the 
impression that the British Treasury hal 
entered into an agreement with them 
that if they paid a certain amount out 
of their salaries they would get a fixed 
pension, if they complied with all the con- 
ditions laid down. An agreement of that 
Kind petween man and man would have 


been kept, but such an agreement be- | 


The | 


no soul—and the Irish teachers was 
shamefully broken by the Treasury. 
At the time various opinions were 
obtained and legal authorities were con- 
sulted, and amongst others the Solicitor- 
General for Ireland was consulted, and 
he stated 'n regard to the actioa of the 
British Treasury that— 

“The rules are illegal from start to finisa.” 

He hoped that the Solicitor-General 
still held the same opinion, and that he 
wovld whisper a kind word into the ear 
of the Secretary to the Treasury to undo 
the mischief which had been done to 
the Irish teachers. In a letter to the 
Teachers’ Journal the Solicitor-General 
wrote— 

“The bargain [ say, and say fearlessly, if it 
was made between man and man would b2 held 
good in any Court.” 

He trusted that this illegal action 
which was perpetrated by the Treasury 
would be undone, and thit justice would 
be meted out to the Irish teachers and 
that as a first step towirds that end, 
the illega! and unjust rules of 1897 would 
be withdrawn. 


In considering this question it was well 
to compare the treatment meted out to 
Irish teachers with the treatment which 
English and Scotch teachers received. 
There were 800 teachers on the pension 
list in England, and this year’s Estimates 
voted them £84,000, or an average of about 
£100 a year. There were 1,900 teachers 
on the fund in Ireland, and the British 
Treasury only voted them £18,000 or an 
average of less than £10. The English 
teachers were no better qualified and 
did no better work than the Irish teachers, 
and yet they were voted ten times as 
much by the British Treasury. Dil fre- 
land get her proportionat: share she 
should get fron the Imperial Treasu-y 
for the p>n3on fund not £18,000 but 
ten tim:s that amount. He asked 
the Secretary to the Treasury to look 
carefully over these figures, and to con- 
sider whether something more ought 
not to be done for the Irish teachers. 
The Irish teachers were an educated 
class carrying on the very responsible 
work of educating the youth of Ireland and 
training her future workers and citizens, 
and he thought they had at least equal 
claim to the Irish Constabulary. For the 
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Royal Irish Constabulary £377,000 was | 
voted out of the Imperial Treasury for 
pensions to a force comprising 11,000 men 
who had practically nothing to do, or in 
other words, there was voted every year 
for Royal Trish Constabulary pensions 
£34 for every man actually in the 
servic’. The Irish teacher had to spend 
forty years in one of. the most trying 
occupations before he reached the 
maximum pension of £60 per annum, 
whereas the ordinary constable, whose 
education was very limited, had only to 
serve twenty-five years to reach his 
maximum. In the Metropolitan police 
there was voted for pensions annually 
£32,000, though there were on'y 1,100 
men in the force, or £30 per man actually 
ia the service, while for 12,000 Irish 
teachers there was voted £18,000, or an 
average of £1 10s. per annum for every 
man in the service. The British Treasury 
said they had no more money for the 
teachers, and told them that they must 
put their hands into their own pockets. 
The first reform which the Irish teachers 
demanded was the right to appoint an 
actuary. He wished to know whether, 
after what had been said upon this 
question, the Treasury still refused this 
very reasonable demand. Before the 
Pensions Act was passed a teacher was 
entitled to gratuities from the British 
Treasury at the rate of one year’s salary 
for every ten years service, and under 
those conditions the teacher was better 
off than when he was called upon to pay 
£3, £4, and £5 a vear to the fund. He 
knew one case where a highly classed 
efficient male teacher, after twenty-four 
years service in Ireland, and who was 
compelled to retire through ill-health, 
got a miserable pension of £4 6s. 8d. per 
annum. An ordinary Trish constable, 
after twenty-four vears service, would 
get about £60. He knew another in- 
stance where a female teacher, after 
twenty-six years service, with nothing 
against her, and who retired through ill- 
health, was offered a pension of £3 17s. 10d. 
This injustice ought to have been 
remedied long ago, and if they had had 
to deal with any other body but the 
British Treasury they would not have 
had to wait for twenty-five years for 
such a disgraceful state of things to be 
remedied. 


Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell. 


{COMMONS} 
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This was more than a teacher’s ques- 
tion. Anything which improved the 
character of the men and women who 
undertook the teaching of the children, 
made their position more secure, and 
took away the horrible fear that they 
might have to spend the end of their 
days in the workhouse, brought to the 
service of the State a better body of 
men and women, and encouraged them 
to give their time more fully and more 
effectively to the training of the children. 
The salaries paid and the pensions 
granted had a good effect not only 
upon the teachers, but alo upon 
the children and upon the nation, 
as it was only by giving good salaries 
and good pensions that the best men 
could be attracted to and retained in 
this most important branch of the public 
service. He hoped, therefore, that this 
would be considered not merely as a ques- 
tion affecting 12,000 people, but as a ques- 
tion which vitally affected the future 
welfare of the nation. With regard 
to primary education something would 
have to be done if they desired to 
prevent a time coming when no good 
man or woman would stay or enter the 
teaching profession. The inspectors had 
stated that they found it almost impos- 
sible to get suitable persons to enter the 
training colleges because the salaries 
were so low and the pensions offered 
were ‘so inadequate. Any nation which 
tolerated such a system for the training 
of its future citizens as that which existed 
in Ireland could not possibly get the best 
results. He trusted that the Secretary 
to the Treasury would consider that this 
was a question worthy of his immediate 
attention. The teachers of Ireland de- 
manded that their pensions should be 
placed upon a Civil Service basis. That 
was a reasonable demand, not alone just 
to the teacher, but essential to securing 
the best talent and service for the educa- 
tion of the youth of the country. As this 
was a question on which the House and 
the country required enlightenment, he 
would ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
not alone to give an independent actuary 
to inquire into the solvency of the 
present fund, but also to appoint a small 
Committee of that House to inquire into 
the equally important matter the inade- 
quacy of the pensions at present given, and 
the injustice and hardship caused by the 
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time required to get the maximum. He 
would press very strongly for this Com- 
mittee and he hoped it would be ap- 
pointed as soon as possible after Haster. 
He did not see why the Treasury should 
refuse to give to frish teachers what 
they gave to the Fnglish and Scotch 
teachers, and at least equal terms to 
those which they gave to the Irish con- 
stabulary and the Dublin police. He 
begged leave to second the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That, in consequence of the conflicting 
Reports of the Government Actuary 
on the Pension Fund of the National 
School Teachers of Ireland, the losses 
incurred in the management of this 
Fund, the reduction in the Pensions of 
this important and deserving body of 
public servants, and the anxiety as to 
the solvency of the Fund, upon which 
even their reduced and wholly inadequate 
superannuations depend, it is the opinion 
of this House that the Government should 
it once secure its solvency by making 
towards the Fund a grant from Imperial 
sources, as is done in respect of the 
Teachers of British Primary Schools, 
subject the Fund to more efficient man- 
wement, and at the forthcoming quin- 
quennialexamination permit the Teachers, 
who are at once contributors to and sole 
beneficiaries of the Fund, to be repre- 
ented by an independent actuary.”— 
Mr. Hammond.) 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) said that if 
1 debate in the House was the only 
thing to -‘onvince the Treasury of the 
iustice of the demand, sufficient had 
taken place to convince every reason- 
ible and sane person, much less the 
Treasury, of the necessity for conceding 
the demands contained in the Resolu- 
tion He could not allow the debate 
to pass without associating himself 
entirely with the demands from the 
Nationalist Members. The Nationalist 
Party deserved the thanks of the 
Irish‘ people for bringing the matter 
before the House, and he hoped 

fore the end of the debate the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury would be entirely 
convinced of the justice of the demand. 
By the Act of 1879 £1,500,000 was 
sranted from the Irish Church Surplus 
Find and that was supplemented by 
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premiums stopped from the teachers’ 
salaries. He understood the present 
accumulated capital was £2,200,000. 
What surprised him was that, notwith- 
standing the necessity for the sale of 
stock in order to meet the liabilities 
the increase of the fund had gone on 
systematically every year. If on retir- 
ing after twenty-four years service a 
man received £4 6s. 8d. and a woman 
£3 17s. 10d., it was a libel to eall it 
a pension, especially when they com- 
pared it with the pension of the Englis’: 
teacher, who through ill-health, afte 
ten years service, got £20 a year and 
£1 additional for every year aiter that. 
They had every reason to complain of 
the injustice done to Irish national schoo! 
teachers. It had been pointed out that 
the £18,000 put upon the Estimates 
for pensions was Irish money, and he 
quite agreed with that contention, and 
that they were under no obligation to 
this country for that money. 


The demand of the Irish teachers 
was a very simple one, and one that 
would appeal to any hon. Member, 
viz., that in the examination that 
was to take place in regard to the 
fund next year they should have an 
independent actuary, and that when 
the examination of the fund had taken 
place the wrongs that had been existing 
in the past should be removed. He 
himself believed that the sale of stock 
was not necessary, and there was ground 
for suspicion that the money had been 
applied to some other purpose than 
that for which it was intended. If not, 
where was it? In 1897 stock was 
sold at a loss of £13,937, notwith- 
standing the fact that the income 
of the year was far in excess of the ex- 
penditure. Where was that £13,000 ? 
Tt had not gone to the teachers, Even 
in 1903 the loss on sale of stock was 
£67,000, notwithstanding the fact that 
the income was far above that amount. 
If they took the national school teachers’ 
salary at £56 a vear for a man and £44 
for a woman and gave them a pension 
after twenty-four years of £3 or £4, it was 
not a tremendous inducement to get a 
practical man or woman to give primary 
education to the young in Ireland. There 
was no Member of the House who would 
not agree that the mover and seconder of 


XA. 
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this Resolution had made out a very | 


strong case for the Irish teacher. He 
was quite sure that the Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury, who alwavs 
viewed Irish matters in a sympathetic 
spirit, would have something to say on 
the position. He trusted that the hon. 
Gentleman would not be frightened by 
the comprehensiveness of the Resolution 
proposed. The case which had been 
presented could not be denied, and it 
could not be got over by oratory from 
the Treasury Bench, false promises, or 
saying, “‘ We will look into the matter,” 
or, “It is under consideration.’ A 
definite and honest undertaking ought 
to be given from the Treasury Bench 


which would remove all doubt with re- | 


gard to the future action in connection 
with this particular fund. He associated 
himself entirely with what had been said 
by the mover of the Resolution. What- 
ever political differences there might be 
between the representatives of Ireland, 
he trusted that they would be in the 
unique position to-night of standing 
united on the question of the Irish national 
school teachers. 
of opinion among them with regard to 
the Just and reasonable demand made, 
and he hoped it would be conceded by 
the Treasury. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he was closely associated with the 
Irish teachers, and he was proud to say 
that a number of them were his personal 
friends, 


£1,300,000 of the Trish Church surplus 


for the purposes of the fund, and author- | 
ised the taking of premium payments. 


from the teachers, The fund was worked 
by a schedule, and this was a vital con- 
sideration, The schedule set up specifi- 
cally what the teachers would get in the 
way of superannuation, what they would 
get on voluntary retirement before the 
superannuation stage, and what they 
would get by way of disablement allow- 
ances. It also stated very specifically 
what they would have to pay. This 
scheme was worked for twenty vears, 
and when the condition of the fund was 
examined by a Departmental Committee 
in 1897 that Committee came to the con- 
clusion that the fund was insolvent at 
that time. That was a very extra- 


Mr. Sloan, 


{COMMONS} 


There was no divergence | 


The superannuation fund was | 
set up by the Act of 1879, which diverted | 
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ordinary finding to come to, for it was 
contrary to several other findings. It 
was alleged that there was a deficiency 
of £1,200,000. He could not understand 
the data on which the Departmental 
Committee went in coming to that 
conclusion, for the fund year hy 
year since the beginning had always 
had an excess of income over expendi- 
ture. In 1897, when it was reported to 
be insolvent, the fund was revolutionised, 
Notwithstanding the fact that in 1879 
a definite undertaking was given that 
certain superannuations would be paid 
and breakdown pensions would be pai, 
the fund was revolutionised as the resu!t 
of the Report of that Committee. New 
premiums were set up, and new benefits 
arranged, and a new set of rules was 
issued during the recess of 1897, and the 
Irish teachers were compelled to agree to 
them by a certain date. The people 
who had entered the fund with the 
solemn assurance of an Act of Parlia- 
ment that they would get certain bene- 
fits were obliged to accept these new 
rules. A more monstrous proceedii: 
he had never heard of. It was legal, 1 

doubt, because the Government was 
entitled to issue the rules. but, morally, 
nothing could be more indefensible. 
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What were the conditions which were 
thrust upon the teachers? The pre- 
mium payments for superannuation 
allowances were trebled. They abol- 
‘ished gratuities, ranging from £52 to 
£282; they raised the retiring age five 
years; they sensibly reduced the super- 
annuation allowances, and this he con- 
sidered an acute point. The schedule 
of the Act provided a maximum pensicn 
/of £88 for men. That pension was 
‘reduced to £60 under the new rules. 
The retiring allowance for women under 
‘the schedule was £63, and that was re- 
duced to £47. He asked the House to 
/contemplate the position of men and 
-women who had their pensions reduced 
in this way. It was difficult for him 
_to find Parliamentary language to ex- 
‘press his view on the question. The 
breakdown pensions were subjected to 
(the most abominable reductions. !t 
was hoped that with the Treasury gran! 
of £18,000 a year all would be well with 
'the fund as the result of these reduc- 
_tions. The present accumulated capital 
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was £2,191,887. The income both before 
and after the change always exceeded 
the expenditure. In 1903, according to 
the last figures available, it was £46,743. 
The issue of the rules in 1897 was a 
gross breach of faith. The teachers had 
paid their premiums for many years 
on the assurance of an Act of Parliament 
that they would get certain benefits, 
and what had been done constituted 
a piece of very grave Parliamentary 
sharp practice. When Parliament met 
the hon. Member for Louth, on Feb- 
ruary 18th, 1898, asked the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if, as it was doubtful 
whether a debate could be raised after 
midnight on the new rules affecting 
Irish teachers’ pensions under the Act 
of 1879, the Government would afford 
an early opportunity for discussing the 
matter. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
replied— 

“ Personally, I should be glad if the matter 
could be debated scon, though there is no 
question of urgency involved, as the new 
rules are already law.” 


It, therefore, appeared that during 
the recess the new rules became law. 
The hon. Member for East Cavan asked 
the Chief Secretary whether his attention 
had been called to a printed circular 
recently sent to the Irish national 
teachers, requiring them to sign their 
consent to acceptance of the new rules 
affecting pensions, and whether the 
teachers had by this circular been re- 
quired to sign acceptance, notwithstand- 
ing that up to the present no opportunity 
of considering those rules had been 
afforded to the House of Commons or 
to the Irish Members of Parliament. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Central Division of Leeds, who was then 
Chief Secretary, replied— 


“The Irish Teachers Pension Rules of 1897 
were made under the terms of Section 11 of the 
Act of 1879, and these rules do not require con- 
firmation by Parliament.” 


Section 11 was as follows— 


“The schedule to this Act shall be con- 
strued and have effect as part of this Act. 
The rules in the schedule to this Act may from 
time to time be revoked, varied, and added to 
by the Lord-Lieutenant with the consent of the 
Treasury.’ 


But Section 10 had been entirely 


overlooked, and he could not help think- | 
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ing that it had been deliberately over- 
looked. It said— 

“At any time after the passing of this Act, 
the Treasury, with the consent of the Lord- 
Lieutenant, may from time to time make rules 
for the administration of this Act. Copies of 
all such rules shall be laid before both Houses 
of Parliament within fourteen days from the 
date thereof, if Parliament is then sitting, and 
if not, then within fourteen days from the next 
reassembling of Parliament.” 


The rules were issued during the 
recess and the House was virtually told 
that they passed into law before Parlia- 
ment met. That might be in accord- 
apee with Section 11, but it was a flat 
contradiction* of Section 10. He was 
very doubtful whether these rules were 
legal now. The Attorney-General 
might smile, but he held his opinion all 
the same. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL rorIRE- 
LAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, N.) : 
They were discussed before the Court 
of Queen’s Bench. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that what was 
discussed was whether the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant had the right to alter the terms for 
any teacher then on the fund. That 
was legal, but he called it immoral. 
Under Section 10 the Government was 
compelled not to bring the rules into law 
until they had been fourteen days before 
both Houses of Parliament. 


As to superannuation allowances under 
the new rules, which he still thought were 
‘llegal from the point of view of Parlia 
mentary procedure, the Irish teacher, 
paid proportionally a little more premium 
than the Scotch, English, or Welsh 
teacher. The maximum superannuation 
allowance to the Irish teacher was £60 
and the average was about £46. The 
minimum for the English or Scotch 
teacher, although proportionally he paid 
less, was £61. The maximum for the 
woman teacher under the 1897 scheme was 
£17, and only a few of these allowances 
were available; the average was £34. 
The minimum for an English or Scotch 
woman teacher was £41 8s. 8d. There 
was an invalid or breakdown pension 
which in Ireland for men was £11 15s. 
and for women £4 9s. 2d. The rules 
applicable to English and Scotch teachers 
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for the corresponding disablement allow- 
ances were as follows,—- 

“Tf the teacher is a man, £20 for ten com- 
plete years of recorded service, with the ad- 
dition of £1 for each complete additional 
year of recorded service ; and if the teacher 
is a woman £15 for ten complete years 
of recorded service, with the addition of 
13s. 4d. for each complete additional year of 
recorded service.” 


The solvency of the fund ought to be 
guaranteed by the Treasury and a much 
larger contribution should be made by 
the Treasury. The money which was 
devoted to this purpose up to 1898 was 
taken from the Insh Church surplus, 
The contribution of the Treasury up till 
then had been nothing at all. The 
£18,000 a year was then given to set 
the fund on its legs. The contributions 
to the English and Scotch scheme which 
was set up in 1896 had been in 1900, 
£40,310 ; 1901, £52,405; 1902, £55,493 ; 
1903, £623,075; and 1904, £68,775. If 
the Irish fund had a pro rata contribution 
instead of getting £18,000 it ought now 
to be getting £180,000, 


The Financial Secretary of the Treasury 
night say that the Irish teachers’ con- 
ditions of service and wages were much 
better than those of the English and 
Scotch teachers. No one who knew the 
Irish teachers could fail to be impressed 
with their zeal, devotion, and industry. 
What were the factsas to their treatment? 
The average salarv of headmasters in 
Scotland was £176 14s. 3d., in England 
and Wales £151 9s. lid. and in Ireland 
£102. ‘The Irish headmaster received 
33 per cent. less than the Scotch 
and 25 per cent. less than the English 
and Welsh headmaster. The same 
proportion was maintained through the 
different branches of the service. The 
Irish headmaster got £20 a year less 
than the English assistant master. The 
Commissioners would not pay the salary 
to the teacher direct. He was paid 
through the manager who might be on 
his holidays. Not only was the salary 
meagre but the teacher had sometimes 
to wait months before getting it. The 
teachers had to produce every three 
months testimony oi their good character. 
That might be all very well regarding 
the men, but it was a little contumelious 
regarding women. He would suggest 
to the new Chief Secretary that the rule 
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regarding the three months good char- 
acter might be struck out altogether. 
Very often,asthe inspectors’ reportsstated, 
the Irish teachers had to pay the cost 
of fuel, and of cleaning and repairing 
the schools, and they hatl to buy prizes 
for the children—things absolutely un- 
known in England or Scotland. With 
regard to their houses he found the 
following in the current Report of the 
Commissioners : 

“The Commissioners expect that all teachers 
shall have done at their Own expense the 
following, viz.:—-Limewashing ; cleaning and re- 
pairing glass; cleaning privies and ashpits ; 
gravelling vards and walks, and keeping surface 
channels in order; sweeping chimneys ; making 
good any damage arising from carelessness or 
neglect ; maintaining fences and gates, except 
damages from lapse of time; and, in cases of 
residences built by grants for teachers of 
national schools vested in the Board of 
National Education or in trustees, the Com- 
missioners will inflict such penalty as they may 
deem adequate if the teacher fails to fulfil 
these conditions.” 


That was rather a moderate demand: 
but among the “ practical rules” to be 
strictly observed by the teachers of the 
national schools was the following :— 

“To avoid fairs, markets, and meetings— 
but above all political meetings of every kind ; 
to abstain from controversy—” 


The instruction to abstain from con- 
troversy was the most self-denying ordi- 
nance that could be laid upon an Irish- 
man, and if he only observed it he would 
be entitled to a pension. The Com- 
missioner’s Report stated in regard to the 
qualities they required that— 

‘‘National teachers should be of 
Christian sentiment, of calin temper, and dis- 
cretion.” 


persons 


That was a very good rule to apply to 
Chief Secretariesand Attorney-Generals— 

« They should be imbued with a spirit of peace 
of okedience to the law, and of loyalty to their 
Sovereign; they should not only possess the 
art of communicating knowledge, but be capable 
of moulding the mind of youth, and of giving 
to the power which education confers a useful 
direction. These are the qualities for which 
patrons or local managers of schools, when 
making choice of teachers, should anxiously 
look. They are those which the Commissioners 
are anxious to find, to encourage, and to 
reward.” 


When he considered the salaries paid 
to the teachers and the scandalous 
treatment they received it was the 
climax of hypocrisy to put into the 
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rules conditions such as those he had 
read. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said one 
of the rules which the hon. Member had 
read might be adopted in another sphere. 
He thought that before the quarterly 
salaries were paid Ministers should pre- 
sent a certificate of character. There 
was another rule which he was bound to 
say had a bearing on what had been a 
burning question lately, namely, the 
rule which enjoined teachers to avoid 
controversy. The frank absence of the 
Chief Secretary was a deliberate con- 
fession that the Irish Government was 
absolutely powerless where Irish finance 
was concerned, and that the Irish 
Minister, although he — sat 
Cabinet, was subordinate to the 


Minister who represented the Treasury. | 

. . | 
Practically, Ireland surrended its revenues | 
at the time of the Union into the hands of | 


a Treasury clerk. He was far from say- 


ing anything disrespectful of the hon. | 
Gentleman the present Financial Secre- | 


tary of the Treasury, who was of noble 
lineage and belonged to a family long 
associated with Ireland. He would sug- 


gest to the hon. Gentleman that when he | 


had to represent the Treasury on Irish 
financial questions he should get a Trea- 
sury clerk to speak into a phonograph, 


put the phonograph on the table, and let | 
In that way the | 


it make the statement. 
hon. Gentleman would be saved from 


personal dishonour, and from involving | 


himself in financial misstatements, which, 
> 


if made by Whitaker Wright or Jabez | 


Balfour, would entail prosecution by his 
colleagues at his side. If any ordinary 


man of business or board of directors | 


issued a prospectus which contained 
statements which were false they were 
liable to be prosecuted as criminals. He 
did not take much interest in English 
frauds, but he read the other day of a 
remarkable scheme called the Nelson Tea 
Pensions, whereby a number of old 
women by paying for 2s. tea 35s. 6d. per 
pound were to become entitled to pensions 
for the rest of their natural life when they 
had bought so many hundred pounds. 
It was a splendid scheme, and at present 
the Government were engaged in pro- 
secuting the authors. At all events 
they had been recommended for _ pro- 
secution simply because they made an 
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actuarial mistake. The worst thing 
they did was to issue a prospectus 
to the public and to sell tea at high 
prices. But their proceedings were not 
sanctified by an Act of Parliament. 
The British Government first seized 
this public Irish treasure to the extent 
of £1,300,000, and then said to the 12,000 
national teachers of Ireland: ‘“ All you 
good ‘people come to us, come to our 





in the! 


schools, and we will teach you law and 
order and loyalty to the Sovereign ; 
and then we will give you salaries, and 
if you consent to pay, not to Jabez 
Balfour, or Whitaker Wright, or to 
the Nelson Tea Pension Fund, but to 
the Lion and the Unicorn over which 
|the Union Jack triumphantly waves— 
if you pay John Bull and Company so 
much a year, we, the British Government, 
whose flag floats on every sea, whose 
Army brings the true religion to Lhasa 
—we will guarantee you Protestant 
|teachers as well as Catholic teachers” 
—for it was a fraud on the Orangemen 
in the North as well as on the idolator 
in the South—‘“ we will guarantee to 
you, according to the schedule put into an 
| Act of Parliament passed by a Conserva- 
tive Government, pensions varying from 
£70 to £80 a year in proportion to your 
| payments.” And when these unfortunate 
/men and women had spent ten, twenty, 
or thirty years under the most awful 
slavery, viz., the teaching of youth, on 
|a miserable pittance, this great Govern- 
ment, a Government of hon. Gentlemen 
with names to which they were expected 
to attach every sentiment of reverence 
and respect, turned round on these un- 
happy men and women who had no re- 
dress against them, no law Court in which 
to drag John Bull and Company, and 
said: ‘‘We did not mean what we 
have said, and unless you agree before 
a given date to accept new terms and 
take £45 a year instead of the 
£80 a year which we _ guaranteed 
we won't give you a shilling.” And this 
was the Government, remember, that 
expected lovalty and respect for the law 
in Ireland! They expected the flower 
of loyalty to grow out of the seed 
of discontent. That was why he invited 
the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Treasury not to make himself the mouth- 
piece of the under clerks of Downing 
Street, whose one idea of business—he 
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said this after twenty-five years ex: | 
perience in the House—was chicane. 
The late Lord Salisbury attributed nearly 
all the evils of England to the Treasury. 
That was said in the House of Lords, 
What pro- 
tection had they, the minority in the 
House? Heasked if the hon. Gen‘ leman 
the Secretary to the Treasury had tried 
to go into this matter himself? Could 
the hon. Gentleman get up and say 


and the words were extant. 


that he had given to this question one 


hour’s honest thought, or would he 
say anything beyond what some puny 
whipster in the Treasury had written 
out by a typewriter that he, a man of 
noble birth, should read it at that box 
He held 


that fraud was written on every line of 


as if it were a fourth Gospel ? 


the action of the Government in regard 
to the Irish 
fensible fraud. 

What was the very modest demand 
put forward from those benches? They 


national teachers—inde- 


did not say, “Put us on a level 
with Englishmen. Oh, no, we are too 
pigmy for that. We do not even 


ask to be put on a level with Scotchmen. 
All we ask is, that a British 
shall be allowed to investigate the doings 
of John Bull and Co. in regard to our 
The Solicitor-General 


had put on record his opinion that the 


actuary 


own money.” 


rules which the Treasury forced down 
the throats of the Irish teachers were 
illegal, and not binding. He asked the 
Government to say by what authority 
they enforced those rules when their 
own law officer made that declaration. 
Would the Secretary to the Treasury 
venture to rise at that Table and con- | 
tradict the Which 
of them on those benches were they 
to believe? They were all honourable 


The Solicitor-General said that the 


Solicitor-General 2 


men ! 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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had for years been defrauded of their 
rights, 


He had not seen till that day the 
Return referred to by his hon. friend 
the Member for Kerry, but in looking 
at it what struck him with astonishment 
was that, in a Return issued by the Trea- 
sury for the purpose of giving informa- 
tion to the House, care was actually 
taken not to put in the totals, so that 
anyone trying to make out the sense 
of i would have to add up something 
like eight columns of figures, so as to 
arrive at the facts. So far as he could 
understand, the fund originally stood at 
£1,300,000, and something like £700,000 
had been paid out. But the teachers’ 
contributions had amounted to something 
like £1,000,000. Therefore the fund was 
better off to-day by £300,000 than it 


was when it was established. This 
was the fund which was declared to be 
bankrupt by the Treasury! If the 


fund was bankrupt to-day when it was 
£300,000 better than when it was started, 
what were they to think of the late Sir 
Stafford Northcote and other able men, 
who, in this House in the year 1879, said 
the fund was a competent fund to pro- 
vide for all the pensions? He held that 
if the Government undertook to manage 
an insurance business, for that was what 
this fund was, they had a right to expect 
from them the same competence that they 
would get from any of the great insurance 
companies, like the Norwich Union, 
the Globe, or the Ocean. If ordinary 
human beings sitting as a board of 
directors could do their business com- 
petently, why should not the British 


Government ¢ There was not the poorest 
friendly society managed by labourers, 


not to speak of artisans, and not to 
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speak of such friendly societies as the 
Oddfellows and the Foresters, which 
would not be disgraced if it had to 
confess itself guilty of such malfeasance 
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as the Government had had to own 
in regard to this matter. 
would 


liable, and why was the Government, 


Such a society 


render themselves criminally 
because it was a Government, to escape 
when poor humble people would be 


convicted and_ sentenced. 


He himself would have put his demand 
higher than the Resolution went. He 
maintained that the Government ought 
to keep faith with these unfortunate 
teachers, and that every man and woman 
who had subscribed to the fund was en- 
titled to get what was promised by the 
Act of 1879. 
the Motion, and the Government gave 


Supposing they carried 


them an actuary, would the actuary pre- 
sent a report of the same kind as in the 
To his think- 
ing they wanted something more than an 


Humbolt case in Paris 2 


actuary ; they required that the promise 
of the British Government, on the faith of 
which the teachers paid their contribu. 
tions into the fund, should be kept, and 
the national teachers in Ireland would 
never cease to agitate until the British 
fulfilled its 


(,overnment statutory 


contract. 


Tue FINANCIALSECRETARY or THE 
TREASURY (Mr. Victor CAvENDIsH, 
Derbyshire, W.) said he should like, in the 
first place, to say that although the hon. 
and learned Gentleman who had just 


spoken, and the hon. Member for Camber- 


well, had put a little vigour into the 
debate, he personally had no reason to 
complain of the line they had taken. 
Although a good deal of the history of 
the fund had been recalled there had been 
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when the first valuation was made, there 
was a considerable balance of assets. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Was he a 


Treasury valuer ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: He was. 
That valuation was followed by what 
he would call a distribution of profits 
Certain advantages were given to the 
teachers by way of benefits and of reduc- 
That latter fact ought 
In 1890 the actu- 


ary reported that there was a considerable 


tion of premiums. 


to be borne in mind. 


deficiency, and that report was confirmed 
in 1895. 
appointed. They investigated the matter 


A Committee was thereupon 


and made several recommendations, 
three of which were that the deductions 
from the salaries of teachers for the fund 
should be increased, that a grant of 
£18,000 should be made from the British 
Exchequer, and that part of a lump sum 
which was voted for the purposes of Irish 
education should be allocated to the pen- 
At the same time the highest 


class of pensions was abolished. These 


sion fund. 


proposals were discussed in this House. 
and they had the approval of the Irish 
National Board of Education. Rules 
were framed in 1897 in accordance with 
these recommendations, and they had 
remained in force until the present time. 
He admitted candidly that there had been 
cases of hardship; but it was only fair 
to point out that the teachers who were 
in the service on January Ist, 1898, had 
the option of remaining under the old 
rules or of coming under the new rules. 
[Cries of “No, no” from the IrisH 


Benches.] He thought he was correct. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: They were com. 
pelled to accept the new rules, 
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Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he was 
told that teachers in the service prior to 
1898 had the option. 


behalf of the Government, to accept the 


He was unable, on 


Resolution, but he was ready to suggest 
a compromise. It was perfectly true 
that the other day in answer to a Question 
he stated that he did not think it would 
be advisable to have an independent 
valuer; but if it was only as an earnest 
and a proof that the Treasury was not 
quite so lax as hon. Gentlemen would have 
the House to believe, he was prepared to 
waive his objection on that point, to let 
bygones be bygones, and to accept an in- 
dependent valuer appointed on behalf of 
the teachers at the forthcoming valuation 
at the end of the year. If that proposal 
would do anything towards bringing to 
a conclusion these disputes, which were 
raised far too often across the floor of the 
House, he would be only too glad. He 
would undertake, on behalf of the Treas- 
ury, that the report received on this valu- 
ation should receive the most careful at- 
tention, and if hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to the 


the teachers by an 


Lesolution 


would confine their 
representation of 
independent valuer, he should not take 


any objection to it, 


Mr. SLOAN asked if the investiga- 
tion would be at the cost of the Treas- 
ury ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH said he 
presumed so. He would not make any 
objection. Of course it was understood 
that everything would be done to dimin- 


jsh the expense. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he wouldj like to 


the 


acknowledge 
Gentle” 


the tone in which hon. 
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had spoken, and the concession, 
as it was, which he had made. 
the hon. Gentleman asked 
Members to 
let bygones be by- 
that was a 


auch 
But when 
the 
Resolution 


Trish withdraw the 


and 


gones, course which he 


coild not advise his friends to take 


This Resolution asked for more than an 


actuary. It asked that— 


“The Government shoulda at once secure its 
solvency by making towards the fund a grant 
from Imperial sources, as is done in respect of 
the teachers of British primary schools, sub- 
ject the Fund to more efficient management 
and at the forthcoming quinquennial examina 
tion permit the teachers, who are at once con 
tributors to and sole beneficiaries of the fund 
to be represented by an independent actuary.” 
could 


Therefore, he not 


the the 


although he thanked the hon. Gentle- 


agree ti 


withdrawal of Resolution, 
man for his concession in regard to the 


appointment of an actuary. 


Me. GORDON 
said that if the hon. Gentleman would 


(Londonderry, 8.) 


assure them that he would put the fund 
in a condition to carry out the Act ot 
1879 then they ought all to be satisfied 
He took that ground, not by referring 
to the pensions given to the Royal Irish: 
Constabulary, or to the pensions given 
to the English and Scotch teachers, 
but to the pensions provided for by 
the Act of 1879. It was on the faith 
that Act that the 


induced to make their 


of teachers were 
contributions. 
Without the smallest regard to sane- 
tity of contract some gentlemen met 
together and said these sums should not 
That was neither 
The hon. Member 


vital 


be paid in future. 
reasonable nor fair. 
for Camberwell referred to the 
part of this matter when he mentioned 
the provisions of the Act of 1879, the 
to the teachers 


advantages of which 
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had been destroyed. 
that the fund was £200,000 richer than 
when it was created, but it had also to be 
remembered that the numbers had also 
increased, and they had a right to expect 
that when the investigation had taken 
place and the actuary had reported the 
Treasury would make good the deficiency 


to the teachers. 


THe SOLICITOR - GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Jawes CampBeLb, Dublin 
University) said the last speaker who had 
addressed the House was still under a mis- 
apprehension with regard to the actual 

The 
and 


Members 
this 


in speeches character- 


facts of the ease. hon. 


in introducing seconding 
Motion did so 
ised by great ability and great modera- 
tion, and, speaking as they did with 
actual knowledge and experience of 
the working of this system, the modera- 
tion of their language contrasted favoure 
ably with the extreme and exaggerated 
speech of the hon. Member for Camber- 
What were the actual facts as to 
1897? The Act of 


1879 was passed on the assumption that 


well ° 


what occurred in 


teachers would contribute about one- 
fourth of the total amount to provide the 
pensions under that Act. Unfortunately, 
in assessing the amount which the teachers 
were to pay in order to produce that one- 
fourth these premiums were not assessed 
on the age of teachers on joining the 
scheme, the result being that the premiums 
In 


1885, when the quinquennial valuation 


were assessed at too low a figure. 


took place, the actuary employed entirely 
overestimated the position of the fund, 
and owing to his sanguine overesti- 
mate a large distribution of the assets 


of this fund was made to the teachers 


who retired during those years to an. 
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amount far in excess of that which their 
premiumsor the state of the fund justified. 
It followed that when the examination 
was made in 1890 it was found that the 
fund which in 1885 was thought to be in 
a very flourishing condition was then 
really insolvent. That condition of in- 
solvency was found to have increased 
to a serious extent in 1895. The fund 
was then threatened with bankruptcy, 
and it became necessary to consider what 
could be done to put it in a solvent con- 
dition again. A Committee was appointed 
who recommended that the highest pen- 
sion that 
teachers in the first division should be 
The hon. Member for Camber- 


was payable to first-class 
abolished. 
well made a complete mistake in suppos- 
ing that these rules of 1897 deprived exist- 
ing teachers of any right whatever in 
respect of that pension, because whilst the 
rules abolished that pension in the case of 
future teachers of the first division it wag 
expressly provided that any teacher of 
that class who paid at the old rate was 
entitled to continue to pay at that rate 
and to receive the pension on the old 
scale. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL inter- 
posed to remark that only on the pre- 
vious day he was informed of the case 
of a teacher in the first class who, when 
the rule came into force, was not retained 


on the first-class list. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said he had 
the rule before him and it stated that any 
first- class teacher in the first division 
who had to pay the pre miums on the old 
rate would have his rights secured. 
Rule 19, to which the hon. Member doubt- 
less referred, expressly safeguarded that 
But in addition to that, and in 


order to save this fund from insolvency, 


right. 
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Parliament agreed to vote in that year, have their interests protected by the 
and had voted every year since, a sum appointment of an independent actuary 
of £18,000. That sum was not fixed at the next valuation. Why, therefore, 
but might be increased or reduced accord- should they anticipate that valuation ? 
ing to the result of the quinquennial Why should the House be asked to com- 
valuation. The next valuation would mit itself to a Resolution calling upon 
be made in a few months, and until that Parliament to put this fund in a solvent 
had been made they could not say condition when it might already be per- 
whether the condition of the fund was fectly solvent ? 

healthy or insolvent. If unhealthy and 

it was thought that the £18,000 was There was another point to which 


. pi A 2 ATP, re ‘ , Thea 
insufficient, Parliament was not bound he desired to call attention. The 


to that sum but could vote any addi- !om. Member for Camberwell _ tor- 
tional sum that might be required to £°t 0 mention that whilst — the 


national teachers in Ireland had been 


keep it in an efficient state. 
‘enjoying these pension rights ever since 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND said the Re- !879, it was not until 1898 that either 
solution before the House only asked English or Scotch teachers were conceded 
that the fund should be put ina solvent ®ny pension rights whatever. That was 
condition, a fact which should not be overlooked. 
He agreed that the scheme under the 
Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL thought that Act of 1898 was somewhat higher for 
the Motion was entirely premature because England and Scotland than for Ireland, 
at present, so far as anyone knew, the, but on the other hand Irish teachers 
fund was in a solvent condition. Its had possessed these pensions for nearly 
actual state would not be ascertained twenty years before the same rights 
until they knew the result of the quin- were conceded to their brethren in Scot- 
quennial valuation which would take land and England. He would suggest 
place in a very few months. The Trea- to hon. Members from Ireland that they 
sury had gone very far in their endea- had accomplished the purpose of the 
vours to meet the wishes of hon. Gentle- Resolution in obtaining the power to be 
men opposite, because all sections of the represented at the next inquiry by an 
House were united in desiring to meet the actuary of their own, and that the 
wishes of the teachers and in recognising Motion might be withdrawn, 
the efficient way in which they did their 
work. It was the general desire that Question put. 
justice should be done. His right hon. 
friend the Financial Secretary to the The House divided :—Ayes, 113; Noes, 
Treasury had conceded their right to, 137. (Division List No. 133.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Black, Alexander William | Galdwell, James 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Boland, John | Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling ' Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) | Channing, Francis Allston 
Allen, Charles P. | Burke, E. Haviland | Clancy, John Joseph 
Ambrose, Robert Burns, John ; Cogan, Denis J. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) Burt, Thomas | Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Mr. James Campbell- 
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Crean, Eugene 
Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) | 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. GC. 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael] 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hicham, John Sharp 

Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, P.J.(Westmeath, N. 


Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHn.Hugh O. 
Avrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John } 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon A J (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt Hn GeraldW(Leeds | 
Binbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Bienold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blindell, Colonel Hénry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bowles, Lt.-Col HF (Middlesex) 
bassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
C.mpbell, J.H.M(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Civendish, V. C W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

« ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
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{ Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 


Kilbride, Denis 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M' Hugh, Patrick <A. 

M’ Kean, John 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny ) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Gonnor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


NOES. 


| Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
| Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 

| Dalkeith, Earl of 

| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Dewar, Sir TR(Tower Hamlets) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RB ( Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S( Warwick, S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn JE (Elgin & Nairn) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent, Faversham 


| Hunt, Rowland 
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O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Gonor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Priestley, Arthur 


teddy, M. 

fedmond, Johr E. (Waterford) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Aoche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj. JEB.(Isleof Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, RtHnG.R.( Northants) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Trevelyan, Charles Philip s 
Ure, Alexander 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEsS—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Gap- 
tain Donelan. 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H.- 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. HL.W. (Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks.NR 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Reginald J( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Maedona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Me leolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Maxwell, Rt Hn SirHE(Wigt’n) 
Maxwell, WJH (Dumfriesshire) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott( Hants. 
Morgan, David J)Walthamstow 


| Morpeth, Viscount 


Morrell, George Herbert 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
| Perey, Earl 
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Pilkington, Colonel Richard ; Sackville, Col. 
Piatt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. | 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp \s 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Sobertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Sassoon, 


Edward 
| Smith, 
Spear, 


Talbot, Lord I 


| Tomlinson, 
Tuff, Charles 


UNEMPLOYED RELIEF (WORK) 


(LONDON). 


Return ordered, ‘ showing, in respect 


of the Common Council of the City of | 


London, and each of the Metropolitan 
Borough Councils, the amount expended 
in wages for work undertaken specially 
for the purpose of providing work for 
the six 
of March 


unemployed workmen during 
months ending on the 3lst day 


1905, distinguishing the proportion of | 


such expenditure which was met out of 
(a) local rates, (b) voluntary subscriptions 
received by the council, and (¢) contri- 
the Central 
and specifying the nature 
the 


butions by Unemployed 
Committee, 
of the 


of men employed thereon in each month, 


work undertaken, number 


{COMMONS} 


Sandys, Lieut.- Go Thos. Myles 
Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
| Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
4t Hn J Parker(Lanarks 
John Ward 

| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J M’Taggart 
). (Chichester) 

| Tollemache, Henry James 

Sir 


Education. 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col Sir CEH(Sheffield 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE. (Taunton 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


1372 


. G. Stopford 





TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
M. | Sir Alexander Acland-Hocd 
/ and Viscount Valentia. 


Wim. Edw. 


the rate of pay given, the period for 
which the work, or each kind of work, 
if more than one kind was undertaken, 
lasted, and the average number of days 
work allowed each man; also, showing 
the 


have been paid in wages if the work had 


estimated amount which would 
been carried out under ordinary con- 


ditions.’—(Mr. Whitmore.) 


EDUCATION. 

Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That there be laid before this Hous 
relating to Education for 
Scotland, and Ire- 


a@ Return 
England and Wales, 
land, for the year ended the 3lst day 
of March, 1905, in the following form :— 





. Elementary Education, total State grant 
day schools for year ended March, 1905 
Cost of administration ant napnotion 


_ 


to 


3. Pupils on roll 

4. Average daily attends ince 

5. Cost per pupil i in average a aily attend: nce 

6. Number of schools 

7. Number of certificated teac hers 

8. Average salary of teachers - 

9. Total rates and v: untary contributions - 

10, Total State grant for Secondary Edueation 

1]. iaowearl of pupils i in average attendance - 

12. Cost per pupil to State - 

13. Total State grants for Universities a ‘ollezes | 
14. Total number of pupils | 
15. Average cost per student to State - 

16. Total grants for all purposes from State - 

17. Average per head of population — - 


| England and Wales. Scotland. | Ireland. 


for | 








Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell.) 
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THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


TARY To tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witt1am Anson, Oxford University) 
was understood to say that he had ex- 
plained to the hon, Member why the 
Return could not be granted in the form 
asked for. TheScottish and Trish Offices 
had informed him that they could not sup- 
With regard 


to University education, that was a matter 


ply the information desired. 


for the Treasury, and it would be ex- 
tremely difficult to supply the particu- 
lars asked for in connection with second- 
ary education, Certain portions of the 
Return could be given, and he suggested 
that the 
him as to the form in which it could be 


hon. Member should consult 


granted, 


Mr. THOMAS O7DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) pointed out that practically all the 
information he asked for could be obtained 
from the Estimates, and the Departments 
‘oncerned might very well compile the 
table showing the comparative amounts 
vranted to the different parts of the 
Kingdom. The only reason he could 
sive for the refusal to grant the Return 
was that the Government were afraid 
that it would prove that Ireland was 
very unfairly treated in the matter, 
lreland 


Imperial funds for University or second- 


received not a penny from 
ity education, while hundreds of thou- 
sands of pounds per annum were given 


to England and Scotland. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) said that 
so far as Scotland was concerned several 
of the particulars asked for could not 
be given, and the result, for the purposes 
for which the hon. Member desired the 
Return, would be altogether misleading. 


=> 


{11 Aprin 1905} 


Edveation. ott 
The Scottish Office were quite prepared 
to give the information so far as they 
had it, but the Return, if granted in 
the form asked for, would have to be 
based upon estiv.ates and figures which 
would bring out an inaccurate result. 


Mr. THOMAS O’*DONNELL 


which part of the Return it was that 


asked 


could not be given. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that, in- 
asmuch as the Government Departments 
were able to get from foreign countries 
Returns relating to such questions as 
armaments and so forth, there could 
not be much difficulty in the Board of 
Education getting from the Treasury 
the information required for this Return. 
He was unable to accept the statement 
that it could not be given. There was 
evidently some desire for concealment, 
and the refusal was only another proof 
of the changed attitude of various Depart- 
inents towards the reasonable demands of 


Trish Members. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) pointed 
out that in the last Motion they asked for 
money for education, and it was refused ; 
they now asked for information about 
All 


the items of this proposed Return were 


education, and that also was refused. 


important from the point of view of 
showing the discrimination against Ire- 
land, but the House of Commons by its 
majority, and through the mouthpiece 
of the Education Department itself, 
refused to enable the comparison to be 
The 


nificent exhibition of their incompetence 


made. House had given a mag- 


to manage Irish affairs, and he con- 


gratulated them upon it, 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) | 
submitted that all the figures asked | 
for were in existence. The particulars | 
required for the first twelve items | 
in the educational Blue - books | 
England and Scotland 


Report of the Commissioners for Ireland ; | 


were 
for and the 
those necessary for the next four or five | 
were In the Blue-book issued annually in 
connection with grants made to Uni- 
versity Colleges, and by the aid of those | 
documents combined with the Census 
Returns all the particulars asked for could | 


be given. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 112; Noes, 124. 


{COMMONS} 


| Ministers 


Education. 1576 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said tha¢ 
this question of the granting of Returns 
was supposed to have been amicably 
settled, but now the whole question was 
to be reopened because of the refusal of 
most 


to grant information 


reasonably asked for. Members could 


not be expected to make these calcula- 


| tions for themselves, and he submitted 


'that the refusal was one of the most 


outrageous ever made. 


Question put. 


(Division List No. 134.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) | Griffith, Ellis J. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John. 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Alston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 





| Johnson, John 
| Jones, William (( 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kilbride, Denis 
Langley, Batty 


Law. HughAlex. 


Devlin,CharlesRamsay (Galway | 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Lough, Thomas 
Dillon, John | Lundon, W. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Dutfy, William J. | 
Duncan, J. Hastings | 
Ellis John Edward (Notts.) 
| 
| 


MacNeill, John 
M‘Crae, George 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander (LanarkNE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Montagu, Hon.J 
Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, John 


Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Higham, John Sharp 
| Hutchinson, Dr. 


| Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Kennedy,P.J.(Westmeath, N.) 
| Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


| Macnamara, Dr. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Mitchell, Edw (Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary.N.} 
| O’Connor,James(Wicklow VW.) 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.} 
O’Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
Charles Fredk. | O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O' Dowd, John 


| Jones, Lief (Appleby) | O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’ Kelly, James(RoscommonN.) 
| O'Malley, William 

| O'Mara, James 

| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Reddy, M. 

| Redmond, John I.( Waterford) 
! Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B (Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sheey, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Sullivan, Donal 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Young, Samuel 


arnarvonshire) | 


(Dongal, W.) 


Thomas J. 
Gordon Swift 


Scott(Hants. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


NOES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


Arkwright, John Stanhope | 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. | 
Arrol, Sir William 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
| Balearres, Lord 
| Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J. (Manch’r) 
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salfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. HF (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Gretton, John 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Sir A (Stafford, W.) 
Hope,J.F (Sheftield, Brightside 
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Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

eid, James (Greenock) 
Zenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
tenwick, George 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 








oS Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H M (Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon.Sir Ed. W. H. Kerr, 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Law, 
Chamberlain, RtHn,J.A(Wore.) La 
( 
c 
( 
Cc 


Hoult, Joseph 
Hunt, 


John 


hapman, Edward 
ochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. Lee, 
ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

rbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 





Rt. Hen. Sir Savile 
Earl of 


Long,( 


Lucas. Reg 


Crossley, 
Dalkeith, 
Dalrvmple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn Sir Joseph C. 
Do on Sir George 

Doug Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Dy! xe Re. Hn Sir William Hart 
eg S, —_ — dward 
J i . Hon. George H. 

i SSID (Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
I . William Hayes 

Foi ster, Henry William 
Fo 

( 

( 

( 


Maeconochie, A. 
Majendie, 
Martin, 


Mildmay, 


Morpeth, 
Morrell, 





Murray, 
Nicholson, 
rePhi lips. (WarwickS. W.) Parkes, 
a William Johnson 

iodson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
vordon,Hn.. 


Percy, Earl 
JE (Elgin & Nairn) 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


As amended, considered; Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That this House do now adjourn.”— 


(Sir A, Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) | 
asked the Patronage Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he could explain the 
Chief Secretary’s absence from the House 
during the discussion of Irish affairs ; | 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
also be absent to-morrow night and on 
Thursday when Irish questions would 


also be under discussion; and whether 


the cause of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
‘ 


Howard,John( Kent, Fa 
fowland 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon Col. W. 


Keswick, William 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
wson,Hn.H.L. W. 
Lawson, JohnGrant( 
ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
re, Col. Hon. Heneage 

‘ol. CharlesW.( 
sinaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. 


James A. H. 
Richard 
Maxwell, W..J.H( Dumfriesshire) 
Francis Bingham 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Viscount 
George 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Charles J. (Coventry) 
William Graham 
Ebenezer 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 


Round, Rt. Hon. James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C.(North’mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M*Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Alfred Turnour, Viscount 
W. Vincent.ColSirC.H. E(Sheffield ) 
Webb, Colonel William Georve 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C E(Taunton) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und.Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


versham 


(Mile End) 


YorksN.R) 


Evesham) 


Biddulph 


Herbert 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES,—Sit 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


absence was his presence at Punchestown 


Races. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH 
asked whether the Prime Minister pro- 
posed to be present to-morrow night 
when the House would really be dis- 
cussing an academic question which was 
not before the present Parliament. 


(Anglesey } 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) asked 


‘whether the right hon. Gentleman was 


aware that important statements had 
place with 
a Colonial! 


been made in another 
reference to the calling of 
that, 


practice in the House of 


Conference ; contrary to the 
Commons, 
the statements were peculiarly definite ; 
and that, also contrary to the practice 
in the House of Commons, when the 
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question was raised Ministers did not 
runaway. One of the important features 
of the statement of the noble Duke who 
spoke for the Government was that the 
Prime Minister was definitely opposed 
to the of food. 


That wes a most important statement 


protective taxation 
which ought to have been made by the 
Prime Minister himself. But a state- 
ment in so few words was quite beyond 
the Prime Minister’s mental capacity. 
He took refuge in circumlocution, evasion, 
and verbiage, for the purpose not of 
enlightening but of bamboozling the 
House of Commons. The only reason 
that could be adduced why that state- 
ment should not have been made in the 
House of Commons was that it would 
have been distasteful to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Birming- 
ham. If the right hon. Gentleman was 
able to confirm that statement of the 
noble Duke, the House would have it on 
authority that the views of the Prime 
Minister and the right hon. Gentleman 
for West Birmingham were not coincident 
but divergent. If any declaration so 
satisfactory had been made at an earlier 
stage of the controversy it would not 
have been necessary for the Government 


to take refuge in flight. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said the House of Commons was 
afflicted by having not only a run-away 
Prime Minister, but also a racing Chief 
Secretary. ‘The Ministers of the Crown 
divided among themselves out of public 
funds £92,500 a year, nearly one-half of 
which went to the Prime Minister and 
his relations. As to the C ief Secretary, 
his duty was to attend to his busines, 
in the House of Commons, not to make 
a book at Punchestown. It was neces- 
ary to show the material interests of 


Mr. Runeiinan. 


{COMMONS} 
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The Chief Secre- 


tary had been pitchforked into a position 


of the House. 


these sons of Empire. 


with £4,500 per annum, with house and 
coals for nothing, and housemaids and 
gaslight thrown in. He was also allowed 
expenses, in which no doubt his fare to 
Why 
was he not in the House to discharge 


Punchestown would be included. 
the duty for which he was paid? Any 
trustee who so neglected his obligations 
would be relieved of his duty on the 
ground of fraud—in the legal, not the 
moral sense. According to an evening 
paper, on the very day when Irish 
University education was to be discussed 
in this House the Chief Secretary was 
to be the guest of Lord Iveagh, so that 
he could 
more conveniently. He 
that 
After that the right hon. Gentleman was 


Punchestown Races 


submitted that 


attend 


was an outrage on Parliament. 
to be the guest of Lord Londonderry, 
and Irish 
apparently to be left to take care of 
itself. 


business in Parliament was 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SEGRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A, 
ACLAND-Hoob, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said he had been very much occu- 
pied in looking after the business of 
the House, and had not, therefore, had 
the advantage of listening to what had 
been said in another place. In regard 
to the presence or absence of the Prime 
Minister the following evening, the hon. 
Member for Anglesey would have ocular 
demonstration -f he was himself in his 
As to the Questions of the hon. 
Members for Dublin 


place. 
and South Done- 
gal, he could assure them that the Chief 
Secretary had gone over to Ireland on 


purely frish business. 


Adjourned at eighteen minutes 


after Twelve o'clock. 





commen cinent of a Speech indicates revision 





denier, 


» the 


UY 


(*) at the 


lsterisk 


etn 


Jlemoer, 


ronmmencinent of a Speech tndicutes revision, by ihe 


wlsterisk (*) at the 


In 





1381 Returns, {12 Aprit 1905} Reports, &c. 1382 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. |Sea; Tamworth; and Westcliff and 
Southend ; to lie upon the Table. 
Wednesday, 12th April, 1905. ears 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. | — 


| NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ (IRE- 
| LAND) PENSION FUND. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Account [presented April 11th] to be 
inet | printed. [No, 123.] 


Tralee Urban District Council Bill | ROYAL OBSERVATORY (EDINBURGH). 
Aone 4 Read a second time, and com- | Copy presenied, of Fifteenth Annual 
aad Report of the Astronomer Royal for 
Scotland [by Command]; to lie upon the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Caledonian Railway Bill (by order). | Table. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
——— | AUSTRALIA. 
-_ ae _ Copy presented, of Despatch from the 
PETITIONS. Governor-General of Australia on the 


_ subject of Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife’s Sister, and the Reply thereto [by 

_Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour; from Cathcart; | 

and Maryhill; to lie upon the Table. | ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


| Copy presented, of Twenty-third 
LIQUOR = TRAFFIC} =OLOCAL ~—- VETO | Report of the Royal University of Ireland, 
en a | being for the year 1904 [by Command]; 
Petitions in favour; from Carluke;! to lie upon the Table. 
Edinburgh ; Glasgow; Law; and) 
Stranraer; to lie upon the Table. | POST OFFICE TELEGRAPHS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION | [ordered February 15th; Lord Stanley]; 
OF WOMEN) BILL. to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Petition from Kensington, in favour; [No. 124.] 
to lie upon the Table. 
TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S Xeturn ordered, “showing the total 
SISTER BILL. cost to the State of the following Train- 
Petitions against; from Chester; ing Colleges, for the five years ended the 
Dorchester ; Edinburgh (three); Leigh on 31st day of December, 1904 :— 


es 





1900, 1901. 1902. | 1903. | 1904. 


Kildare Place, Dublin 

Drumeondra, Dublin 

Baegot Street, Dublin 

Waterford Training College 

Belfast Female Training College ... 


Limerick Female Training College = be | 





(Mr. Sloan.) 
—VOL, CXLIV. [Fourru Series.) 3B 
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NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) COM. | 


MISSIONERS (MEETINGS, ETC.). 
Return ordered, “of the number of 
Meetings held by the Commissioners of 
National Education in Treland in each of 
the five years ending the 31st day of 
December, 1904; and the name and 
number of attendances of each Com- 


missioner in each of these five years.”’”—_ 


(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
TAXES AND IMPOSTS. 

Return ordered, “showing (1) the 
Rates of Duties, Taxes, or Impcsts 
collected by Imperial Officers; (2) the 
Quantities or Amounts taxed; (3) the 
Gross Receipts derived from each Duty ; 
and (4) the Net Receipts and Appro- 
priations thereof in the year ending the 
3ist day of March, 1905; and (1) the 
aggregate Gross Receipts derived from all 
such Duties, Taxes, or Imposts, under 
the principal heads of Revenue; (2) the 
aggregate Net Receipts; (3) the Charges 
of Collection; and (4) the Produce, after 
deducting these Charges, on each of the 
ten years ending the 3lst day of March, 
1905.” 


** And, Notes to show any changes in 
the Taxes, Duties, and Imposts con- 
sequent upon the acceptance of the 
Budget Proposals of 1905 (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No 317, of 
Session 1904).”—(Mr. Geddurd.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Repairs to Cable of Barrels Lightship. 

Major JAMESON (Clare, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade when 
the cable of the Barrels Lightship was 
last lifted, and by whom it was examined, 
and if any repairs were done at that time ; 
and, if so, what was the cost of the same. 


(Answered by Mr, Bonar Law.) I am in- 
formed by the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights that the cable of this lightship was 
last lifted in August, 1904, when it was 
examined by the chief officer of their 
steamship “Tearaght” and the master 
of the lightship. As a result repairs were 
effected by cutting out all the worn cable 
to the extent of forty fathoms, and replac- 
ing it by the same amount of new cabl 
at a cost of about £70, 
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Supply of Drink to Drunken Persons in 
Ireland—Warning by Police to Pub- 
licans. 

Me. 'T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if the order 
issued in December, 1902, to the members 
of the Dublin Metropolitan Police Force 
and the Roya Irish Constabulary making 
it part of their duty, when they observe a 
person under the influence of drink enter- 
ing licensed premises, to warn the licensee 
or his assistants is still in force; and, if 
so, whether it is acted upon in Dublin ; 
and whether, in the interests of sobriety 
as well as the protection of the licensed 
trade, he will cause the attention of the 
members of both forces to be again 
specially drawn to the terms of the order. 

(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Answer to the first two inquiries is in the 
affirmative. The order has been issue} 
in printed form to both forces, ani is 
fully keown to the police. There does 
not appear to be any sufficient reason 
why special attention should be again 
directed to it. 


Licensed Premises in Ireland Voluntarily 
Closed on St. Patrick's Day. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he will state the 
number of licensed premises which were 
voluntarily closed on St. Patrick’s Day in 
the cities of Dublin, Limerick, Cork, Gual- 
way, Waterford, and Belfast; and whether 
he is aware that there is throughout Ire- 
land a general desire to confirm this 
voluntary closing by Act of Parliament. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) In 
Dublin 585: in Limerick 287; in Coik 
18; in Galway 139; in Waterford 162; 
and in Belfast none. I have no infor- 
mation upon the point raised in the 
latter inquiry. 

Line Fish landed in the Island of Lewis 
by Lewis Boats 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state the 
quantity of line-caught fish landed in 
the Island of Lewis by Lewis fishing 
boits for each year since 1870, inclusive. 

(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Fre-h 
fish statistics for the Island were only 
collected after 1884. Previous to 1889 
only the grand totals for the district, 
which embraced at that period North and 
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South Uist and the Isiand of Barra, are 
entered in the fresh fish statistics book, 
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Tue appended figures are therefore the 
| fullest that can be given. 


Statement showing the quantity of Line Fish landed in the Island of Lewis 


by Lewis Boats from 1889 to 1904. 





| 





The figures from 1884 to 1888 are 
for the district which embraced 
during that period North and 
South Uist and also the Island of 
Barra, 


Approximate quantity of line fish 
landed by Lewis boats from 1889 
to 1904. 


Year. Catch of White Fish. 
Cwte. 
1884 - - - : 57,561 
1885 - - - 121,154 
1886 - . - 46,635 
1887 - - - - 35,041 
1888 - : - - 43,635 
1889 - - - - 86,753 
1890. - - - - 97,193 
189] - - : - 108,164 
1892 . - - - 119,825 
1893 - - : - 114,612 
1894 - - - - 84,137 
1895 - : - - 96,267 
1896 —- : - 109,871 
1897 - : : - 116,765 
1898 - . - - 93,358 
1899. - . . 93,113 
1900. . - 76,316 
ne ae ror 63,895 
1902 - - - - {2,669 
1903 - : - 36,069 
1904 64,192 





Annual Leave of Belfast Telegraph Staff. 


| leave this year will be reduced to seven 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the | for the first part of the leave season, 


Postmaster-General can he state if the 
strength of the telegraph staff (male) at 
Velfast at the prcsent time is under or 
above the strength of the staff at the 
time the present annual leave scheme was 
adopted ; and can he say under what cir- 
cumstances the numbers taking leave at 
the various periods of the year have been 
reduced this year from eight to seven not- 
withstanding that at the time when the 


scheme was adopted a definite agreement | 


was entered into with the staff that the 
number should be fixed at eight. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
strength of the male telegraph staff at 
Belfast at the present time is practically 
the same as it was when the present leave 
scheme was introduced. Seven officers 
were then allowed on leave at the same 
time, and when the staff was increased 
in 1901 that number was raised to eight. 
The staff was recently reduced, and con- 
sequently the number allowed away on 


| though for the rest of the time eight will 
| beallowed away. So faras I can ascertain 
no such agreement as that to which the 
hon. Member refers was made with the 
staff, and I cannot see how such an 
| arrangement would be practicable, inas- 
'much as the number to be allowed on 
|leave must depend on the total staff 
| employed. 
| Suggested Issue of Books of Penny and 
Halfpenny Postage Stamps. 

Mr. McKENNA_  (|(Monmouthshire, 
| N.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
| whether he will take into his favourable 
consideration the suggestion that the 
practice of issuing small books containing 
twenty-four penny postage stamps, at the 
price of 2s. O}d., should be extended, and 
beoks containing eighteen penny and 
twelve halipenny stamps should be issued 
at the same price. 

(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In view 
‘of the comparatively smal! sale of books 
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of stamps I hardly think it is expedient 
to have two different books. A book 
containing both penny and halfpenny 
stamps would perhaps be more useful 
than the book of penny stamps now on 
sale, and I am considering the question 
of substituting books containing both 
penny and halfpenny stamps when the 
stock in hand of the present bock is 
exhausted. This stock is, however, 
sufficient at the present rate of sale to 
last for some considerakle time. 


Assistant Postmen’s Duties at Cardiff. 

Mr. JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that in Cardiff many 
assistant postmen’s duties extend for 
more than six hours daily; and whether 
he will take steps to have these times 
made into full time established duties, 
especially in view of the periods some of 
the assistant postmen have been waiting 
for appointment. 

(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
question of increasing the number of full 
duty established postmen at Cardiff is 
being considered in connection with a 
general revision of the postmen’s duties 
which is in hand. 


Questions. 


Aliens in British Prisons— Classification 
of Offences. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (‘Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): ‘To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
will furnish a classified list showing the 
nature of the crimes for which the bulk 
of the 4,833 aliens in His Majesty’s 
prisons are at present undergoing sen- 
tences, 


{COMMONS} 





| prcperty 


Questions, 1388 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The figure quoted by the hon. 
Member is not the number of aliens at 
present undergoing sentence, but the 
total number received under sentence in 
all the prisons in Great Britain and Ire- 
land during the year 1904. The number 
at present in prison is very much less, 
only seven or eight hundred. The Royal 
Commission on Alien Immigration 
gave iu their Report (Vol. IIT., p. 81) a 
classification of the offences committed 
by aliens received under sentence during 
the years 1889 to 1903. I think that 
these figures should sufficiently meet the 
purpose which the hon. Member has in 
view. The total for 1904 is higher, but 
there is no reason to think that the 
proportion of the different classes of 
offences has altered materially. To com- 
pile a similar classification for the year 
1904 would involve a laborious examina- 
tion of the prison records, which I should 
be reluctant to impose on the hard-worked 
staff of the prisons. 

Accidents inthe Metropolis due to Horse 
Traction. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he will state how 
many accidents to the person and to 
respectively have occurred 
within the Metropolitan District of Lon- 
don from June, 1904, to March, 1905, due 
to horse traction; and further to state 
result of various accidents. 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The subjoined table gives the 
information which the hon. Member 
desires :— 














| «6.8 Nature of accidents to persons. 
a & 
Total | | ca S ; ae fo 
Cause of number of Number of | Number of | 8 5% es 
accident. accidents accidents | accidents | ¢.2+¢¢ Number Number Number 
to persons to property. to persons.) F 2 & slight. serious. fatal. 
or property. [sees 
| | BED 
| | 1 & 

(I.) (II.) (III.) | (IV.) Vv ( VL) (VIL) (VILI.) 
Seca = ) =a eae A ee eae 
Hoses - - 277 78 (| 193 | 206 177 27 2 

| | | 
Horse-drawn | | 
vehicles - 15,736 11,711 | 4,916 | 5,126 4,473 543 110 
piel | Tien 61 Pree oe 
| | 
16,013 11,789 | 5,109 | 5,332 4,650 570 112 
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Lighthouse Lenses. 


Major JAMESON: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade whether he 
will state if a contract, binding the 
Trinity House and Irish Lighthouse 
Commissioners to purchase all their 
lenses from Messrs. Chance of Birming- 
ham, still exists; whether he is aware 
that the Commissioners of Northern 
Lights have with advantage purchased 
by obtaining competitive tenders from 
other firms; and whether, with reference 
to the statement of the engineer of the 
Trinity House to the Mercantile Marine 
Committee that a certain French light- 
house seemed to be of a better class than 
that adopted by the Trinity House, he 
will obtain the cost of building the French 
lighthouses of La Heve, Griznez, and 
Ushant. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) A con- 
tract has been entered into between the 
firm mentioned and each of the three 
general lighthouse authorities, under 
which the latter, for a period of three 
yeors from January Ist, 1904, undertake 
to purchase their optical apparatus from 
Messrs. Chance in accordance with a 
schedule of prices which has been ar- 
ringed. It is, however, one of the con- 
ditions of this contract that the light- 
house authorities reserve the power of 
putting up to open competition any 
apparatus for which Messrs. Chance may 
have submitted a price which is con- 
sidered too high, and I understand that 
both the Trinity House and the Commis- 
sioners of Northern Lighthouses have in 
certain cases exercised that power. 
The Board of Trade will endeavour to 
obtain information from the French 
Government regarding the cost of con- 
struction of the three lighthoases named 
in the latter part of the Question. 


Cost of St. Catherine’s, Dungeness, the 
Wolf, and Fastnet Lighthouses. 


Major JAMESON: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade whether he 
will state the cost of the lighthouses at 
St. Catherine’s, Dungeness, the Wolf, and 
the Fastnet complete. 
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(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I have 
received the following information from 
the Trinity House :— 


Questions. 


St. Catherine’s :— £ 


The original building show- 
ing an oil light was pur- 


chased in 1840 for - - 17,855 
The cost of installing the 
electric light in 1888 
amounted to - - - 12,767 
Total - - £20,622 
Dungeness :— £ 
The cost of the two new 
lighthouses and fog signal 
recently completed is - 21,138 
To which should be added 
the value of old buildings 
worked in - - - 3,000 
Total - ~- £24,138 
Wolf :— 
The cost of this lighthouse 
was - : - - £63,426 


I am informed by the Commissioners 
of Irish Lights that the account for the 
Fastnet is not yet closed, but that the 
approximate cost is estimated at £83,500. 


Wick Harbour Improvements—Applica- 
tion for a Loan. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, seeing that an application has 
been made by or on behalf of the 
Trustees of the Wick Harbour for a loan, 
or a free grant, for the purpose of ex- 
tending or improving the harbour accom- 
modation at Wick to meet the growing 
requrements of the fishing fleets on the 
north-east coast of Scotland, he will say 
whether it is intended to make a free 
grant or to sanction a loan for the 
proposed work, and the conditions upon 
which same 1s to be given; and will he 
explain why a similar application made 
on two previous occasions has been 
refused; and whether the circumstances 
of the applicants have altered since the 
previous refusals. 
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(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
I understand that an application for a 
loan has been preferred by the Wick 
Harbour Trustees to the Public Works 
Loan Board, who have it now under 
their consideration, A previous applica- 
tlon was not entertained, as, on the 
occasion of the remission of an outstand- 
ing balance on an old loan in 1902, a 
condition was attached that no applica- 
tions for further loans of public money 
should be made. As new facts have 
been brought forward by the hon. 
Member for Wick, this condition has now 
been waived. 


Questions. 


Germany and England—Interpretation 
of ‘‘ Most-Favoured-Nation Clause.” 


Mr. ASHTON (Bedfordshire, Luton) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affeirs if Germany and England 
interpret the most-favoured-nation clause 
in the same way; and, jf not, what 's 
the difference. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) I am not 
aware of any case in which the German 
Government has asserted a different view 
of the meaning of the most-favoured- 
nation clause from that held by our- 
selves. 


Bradford Smallpox Outbreak. 

Sin WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Tikeston): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Loard whether he is 
aware of the outbreak of smallpox at 
Bradford ; and whether he would call 
the attention of the guardians to the 
importance of the earliest discovery of 
cases of the disease, and with this view 
suggest to the guardians the issue of 
notices to the public urging them to seek 
medical advice at the earliest opportunity 
in all feverish ailments accompanied by 
a rash, however slight. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
am aware that there have been cases of 
smallpox at Bradford during the present 
year. ‘Thie suggestions referred to in the 
Question appear to me rather to concern 
the town council than the guardians, 
[I have no reason to doubt that the town 
council and their officers are taking all 
precautions which experience has shown 
to be necessary in dealing with the 
matter; but I will draw the attention of 
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the town council to the suggestion of 
the hon. Member. I may add that 
nineteen jadditional cases were notified 
during the week ended on the 8th 
instant; and I am in communication 
with the town council as to the circum- 
stances which led to their occurrence. 


Medical Out-relief at Bradford. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether during the last few years 
the Bradford Guardians have reduced 
the number of applications for out-relief, 
and whether they have discouraged 
applications for medical out-relief by 
requiring parents (in the case of sick 
children) to attend before the board or 
a committee, or by making the relief on 
loan in the first instance, or by other 
means; and, if so, whether he would 
send a communication to the guardians 
recommending them to encourage appli- 
cations for medical out-relief (by those 
unable to pay for medical advice) in 
the early stages of illness, and before 
infectious diseases have developed. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
am aware that some few years since the 
Bradford Guardians adopted a policy of 
administration of out-relief, the effect of 
which has been to diminish the number 
of applications, but I have no informa- 
tion to show that the action of the 
guardians has been such as to render it 
necessary or desirable to send to them a 
communication of the kind referred to 
in the latter part of the Question. 


Indian Government Appointments of | 
Value of Rs. 5,000 Per Annum and 
Upwards created since 1892, 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will state how many new 
Indian Government appointments of Rs. 
5.000 per annum and upwards have been 
created since 1892; and how many of 
these appointments are now held ly 
{uropeans and how many by Indians. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
| observe that the same information was 
asked for by the hon. Mr, Gokhale at a 
meeting of the Council of the Governor- 
General of India on the 10th March, and 
that the Financia! Member of the Council 
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replied as follows:—“‘The preparation 
of the Return asked for by the hon. 
Member would require a reference to 
Aecount Offices, Civil, Public Works, 
and Military, all over India. It would 
involve a very large amount of Jabour, 
and occupy several months of time. In 
these circumstances the Governor-General 
in Council does not feel justified in 
ordering the Keturn to be prepared.” | 
therefore hesitate to make so consider- 
able a call on the Government of India. 


French Import Duties on Indian, Chinese. 
and Japanese Silk Goods. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether the duties on Indian 
sik goods entering France are higher than 
the duties on similar goods from China 
or Japan; and whether any negotiations 
have taken plac: on the subj-ct. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Silk goods of Chinese or Japanese origin, 
so far as they are not on the free list, are 
admitted in‘o France at lower rates than 
are applicable to similar goods of Indian 
origin. The Answer to the second Ques- 
tion is in the negative. 


Changes in Hong-Kong Garrison. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War what changes 
have recently been made or are about to 
be made in the garrison of Hong-Kong. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arneld- 
Forster.) A battalion of Native Indian 
Infantry has recently been withdrawn. 
The establishment of the one British 
battalion is being slightly reduced. 


Volunteer Long Service Medal—Case of 
Mr. J. Gibbs. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: To ak the 
Secretary of State for War, having regard 
to the fact that Mr. J. Gibbs, of Cable 
Street, St. George’s East, joined the 2nd 
ower Hamlets Rifle Volunteers in 1881, 
and after upwards of twenty years service 
was transferred to the Ist City Imperial 
Yeomanry, in which force he still serves, 
can he see his way to grant Mr. Gibbs 
the long-service medal in recognition of 
this long period of service in the Auxiliary 
Forces, 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) As regards the Imperial 
Yeomanry long-service medal Mr. Gibbs’ 
service in this branch has not been 
sufficient to qualify him for the medal. 
As regards the Volunteer long-service 
medal there is no recor! at the War 
Office of any recommendation having 


been made by the proper authorities. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


——- 


Singapore—Officers’ Barrack Accommoda- 
tion. 

Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether the accom- 
modation provided for the officers of the 
Native Infantry Regiment now in 
garrison at Singapore consists of huts 
partially made of palm leaves; and, if so, 
whether better accommodation can be 
provided for British officers and their 
families in a tropical climate with a rain- 
fall of 200 inches per annum. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNo.pD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Perhaps I may be allowed to 
answer this Question for my right hon. 
friend. The temporary barracks men- 
tioned are made of brick piers and attap 
roofs and siles (attap being the leaf of 
a large flag used locally for thatching). 
They were designed to last three years 
and have been in use more than half that 
time. The married officers’ quarters 
have been reported to be unsatisfactory, 
and arrangements to provide permanent 
accommodation are now in progress, 


Judge Advocate General. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL(Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War by whom at the present time is the 
office of Judge Advocate-Ceneral, to 
whose holier appertains the duty of 
revising the decisions of Courts-martial, 
whose number average annually 17,000, 
filled; whether it is still the duty of the 
Judge Advocate - General in al) serious 
cases to present the proceedings of Courts- 
martial to the Sovereign in person and 
to zdvise gn the sentence; and, if that 
| duty has been abrogated or modified, 
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when and under what circumstances did 
the abrogation or modification take place, 
and what were the reasons for the change. 


Questions. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Pending 
the vacancy in the office of the Judge 
Advocate-General the business is carried 


on by the Deputy Judge Advocate- 
General. Itis not the duty of the Judge 


Advocate-General to present the proceed- 
ings of any Court-martial to the Sovereign 
in person, but it is his duty in such cases 
as require confirmation by the King to 
tender to the King in person his opinion 
as to the legality of the proceedings, in 
which the legality of the sentence is in- 
cluded. This duty has not been in any 
way abrogated or modified. The ques- 
tion whether any modification should be 
made in the position and functions of the 
Judge Advocate-General is under con- 
sideration. 


Militia and the Short-Service Army. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War what will be the position 
of those officers and men of the Militia 
who do not desire to be incorporated in 
the short-service Army, in the event of 
the battalion being so incorporated. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The posi- 
tion of any officers and men who may 
not desire to be so incorporated will be 
unaltered, so far as their appointments 
or engagements are concerned ; but I am 
not able at present to enter into any 
details in this matter. 


New Conditions of Army Service. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what are the 
conditions of colour service, Reserve 
service, and pay he proposes for the 
foreign-service and home-service Armies ; 
and whether recruiting sergeants will 
have instructions to offer the recruit a 
choice of home or foreign service, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The infor- 
mation required will be found in the 
Papers presented to the House last 
session—Cd, 1907 and Cd. 1910. Re- 
cruiting sergeants will, as usual, offer 
the recruit a choice of those services for 
which recruiting may for the time being 
be open. 


{COMMONS} 
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The Militia and the Home-Service Army. 

Major SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
by what method it is proposed to decide 
the question as to whether a Milvia 
battalicn shall or shall not be trans- 
formed into a home-service battalion of 
the Regular Army; whether a_ bare 
majority of officers or men or both will 
be considered adequate; and, if not, 
what proportion will be considered 
necessary. 


Questions. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ques- 
tion brought forward by the hon. Mem- 
ber does not at present arise, and I 
think it would be premature to anticipate 
the instructions which the Army Council 
may think fit to give upon the subject. 


Major SERLY: Are we to understand 
that it is proposed to go forward 
with the transformation of the Militia 
this year ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 


White Labour in the Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
state how many of the white men at 
present emploved in or about the Trans- 
vaal mines are of British origin and 
nationality ; and how many belong to 
other white nationalities. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): On March 8lst, 
1904, as the hon. Member will see by 
reference to page 4 of Cd, 2104, the 
number of British born employed in 
the mining industry was 11,408, the 
number of other Europeans, 1,766. | 
have asked for a similar Return for March 
31st, 1905, but have not yet received it. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Does the 
total include Beit and Eckstein 2 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Terms of Native Labour Engagements in 
the Transvaal Mines. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 


Hamlets, Poplar): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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whether his attention has been drawn to | 


Questions. 


the circular of the Witwatersrand Native 


{12 Aprrn 1905} 


Labour Association, dated March 17th, | 


in which it is stated that in future no 
natives will be recruited in Basutoland 
and Orange River Colony, except for 
underground work only and for a period 
of not less than twelve months; and, if 
so, whether he proposes to take any 
action in the matter. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not seen 
the circular referred to. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
make inquiries, 


to conviction. If the hon. Gentleman 
will give mea reason for making inquiries 
I will do so. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON - asked 
whether it was right that the terms of 
engagement between Kaffirs and the 
mineowners should be suddenly altered 
that the natives should not be 
employed except for a whole year. 


sO 


Mr. LYTTELTON: As to the duration 
of the engagement I will make inquiries. 


Riot at Jumpers Deep Mine. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state 
what was the cause of the riot on April 
9th at the Jumpers Deep Mine in the 
Transvaal; how many Chinese coolies 
were concerned in it; how many were 
arrested; and, if their trial has already 
taken place, what sentences were inflicted. 


Mr LYTTELTON: I have telegraphed 
lor information but have not yet received 
the reply. 


The Mullah. 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Treaty of Agreement which 
the Mullah his sigael was drawn up 
jointly by Italy and Great Britain ; and 
what are the terms of the agreement. 


‘to the 
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Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 


Questions. 


FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Percy, 


Kensington, S.): I have nothing to add 
to the statement which I made in reply 
kon. Member for the Tower 
Hamlets on March 23rdt. We have not 
yet received any reply from Colonel 
Swayne, 


Coroners’ Juries— Viewing of Dead Bodies. 

Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON 
(Durham, Barnard Castle): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


| Department if his attention has been 


called to the fact that at Bradford a 


coroner and jury are under observation 


because they were compelled to view the 


body of a man who, in the opinion of 


Mr. LYTTELTON: My mind is open | 


the medical officer, had been suffering 
from malignant smallpox; whether, in 


| view cf the practice of viewing bodies in 


such cases becoming a possible danger to 
the community, he will consider the 
advisability of again introducing the Bill 
which in 1879 passed its Second Reading 
under the care of the then Home 
Secretary, the object of which was to 
make the viewing of bodies by 
coroners and juries no longer compulsor.. 


*Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE ‘HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 


Axers-Dovuatas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
My attention has not been called to the 
case mentioned by the hon. Member. 
With regard to the general question of 
the obligation of coroners and coroners’ 
juries to view bodies, I fear that I cannot 
add anything to the Answer whichI gave 
to the hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil 
on March 23rdf. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
opinion of the majority of coroners is 
against the practice of viewing bodies ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have no 
doubt it isin a great many cases, but I 
am not inclined as at present advised 
to introduce a Bill on the subject. 


Agricultural Raton Oe (1896) Continuance 
lil. 


Mr.SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
I beg toask the President of the Board of 





+ See (4) Debates, exliii., 952. 
+ See (4) Debates, exliii., 931. 
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Agriculture whether he will insert in the 
Agricultural Rates Act (1896) Continu- 
ance Hill a clause providing that in those 
cases in which it can be proved that the 
benefits proposed to be conferred by the 
Bill accrue to the landlord and not to the 
tenant, the tenant shall have the right to 
recover the same from the landlord. 


Wuestions. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLD 
Ratrour, Leeds, Central): A clause of 
the kind suggested would, I think, clearly 
be outside the scope of the Bill, which 
only extends fora further period the Agri- 
cultural Rates Act, 1896,etc., Continuance 
Act, 1901. 


Postage on Parochial Assessment Notices. 

Carrain) ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
General wheiher he is aware that notices 
intimating the amount of parochial assess- 
ment due, which have hitherto been 
delivered for a halfpenny, are not now 
eligible to be included under that class of 
packet that can be sent for a halfpenny ; 
and whether, in view of the addition to 
the outlays of the rating authorities and 
incidentally of the ratepayers that this 
willentail, he will consider the advisability 
of revoking this order as far as it applies 
to the above notices. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SraNLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
It is true that, before January Ist, 1904, 
notices issued by local authorities were 
transmissible for a postage of one half- 
penny. When, however, the regulations 
of the halfpenny post were revised it was 
tound necessary to restrict the privilege 
of sending notices (other than those which 
conformed to the conditions applicable to 
circulars) at the halfpenny rate to officers 
of a Court of Justice. Tam sorry that T 
do not see my way to alter the decision 
then arrived at. 


Removal of Shingle from the Lancashire 
Coast. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): [I beg 
to ask the Secreiary to the Board of 
Trade whether the result of the inquiry 
held by Captain Frederick, KR.N., into 
the removal of shingle trom the sea shore 
lying between Blackpool! and Fleetwood 


(COMMONS} 
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| has been reported to the Board; and, if 
so, what action it is proposed to take 
upon it, 


Questions. 


PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): Yes, Sir, Captain Frederick’s re- 
port has been received and considered, 
and the applicants have been informed 
that the Boird of Trade are prepared to 
make an Order under Section 14 of the 
Harbours Act, 1814, prohibiting the 
removal of shingle or ballast from the 
shores or banks of the sea between 
Blackpool and Fleetwood. 


THE 


Wick Harbour. 

Sir ARTHUR BIGNOLD = (Wick 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he is in a_ position 
to state what is the decision of the 
Treasury upon the application made to 
the Lords Commissioners for assistance 
to the authorities of the harbour of 
Wick in completing the harbour works 
designed to render Wick a safe horbour 
of refuge. 


Tut FINANCIAL SECRETARY oi 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisu, Derbyshire, W.) : T understand that 
the Trustees, on the representation of my 
hen. friend, have applied to the Public 
Works Lean Board for a further lean, 
and that the application is now unde: 
the consideration of the Board, It's an 
entirely independent body, but as I know 
the very great interest mv hon. friend 
takes in the matter, the decision of the 
Board shall be communicated to him as 
soon as possible. 


Report of Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.):T beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Treland if he can explain why the Re- 
port of the Commissioners of National 
ducation in Ireland for the year 1903 is 
only just now issued; and if, having re- 
gard to the continucd delay which takes 
place in connection with the publication 
of this Report as well as the Reports of 
Irish Boards and the consequent de precia- 
tion in their value for different purposes, 
he will take sieps to ensure reasonable 
punctuality in future. 
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THe ATTORNEY - GENERAL ror, 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxtnson, London- | 


derry, N.): The delay in this particular 
case was umavoidible. There is no 
reason to apprehend that similar delay 
will occur in future. My right hon. 
friend has already promised to have 
these Reports expedited as much as 
possible, 


Irish Police and Drunken Persons. 

Me. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if the order issued in December, 1902. to 
the members of the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police Force and the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary making it part of their duty, 
when they observe a person under the 
influence of drink entering licensed 
premises, to warn the licensee or his 
assistants is still in foree; and, if so, 
whether it is acted upon in Dublin; and 
whether, in the interests of sobriety as 
well as the protection of the licensed 
trade, he will cause the attention of the 
members of both forces to be again 
specially drawn to the terms of the order. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Answer to the 
first two inquiries is in the affirmative. 
The order has been issued in printed 
iorm to both forces, and is fully known 
to the police. There does not appear to 
be any sufficient reason why special 
attention should be ag ‘in directed to it. 


Kerry Railway Guarantees. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he proposes to take any 
steps to relieve the ratepayers in the 
county of Kerry from the payment of 
certain railway and other guarantees in 
accordance with the promise of the right 
hon. Member for Dover. 


Mr. ATKINSON: TI beg to ask the 
hon. Member to postpone this Question 
until Monday, when my right hon. friend, 
who is now absent on official business, 
will be in his place. 


Mrs. Adair’s Mountmellick Estate. 

Me. DELANY (Queen’s Coun'y, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 


whether negotiations are in progress for | 
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the purchase by the Estates Commis- 
sioners of Mrs. Adai:’s estate situate at 
Mountmellick, Queen’s County; and 
whether he can say, as this estate 
includes the holdings of several evicted 
tenants, that due regard shall be had to 
their claims in the disposal of the pro- 
perty. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Answer to the 
first inquiry is in the negative. If the 
estate should come before the Commis- 
sioners the claims of the evicted tenants 
will be considered. 


Reenard and Valentia Ferry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what progress has been made with 
the negotiations for improving the ferry 
communications between Reenard and 
Valentia under the Marine Works Act. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Congested 
Districts Board have offered to contribute 
£1,000 towards the cost—estimated at 
£1,800—of erecting a pier at Reenard 
Point, but no contribution from other 
sources has been promised. The Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company, 
it is understood, are not prepared to co- 
operate with the Board. The Knight of 
Kerry stated last year thathe wasprepared 
to provide a ferry-boat if the pier were 
built. 


Mr. BOLAND: Are the negotiations 
still going on? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Ido not think they 
are absolutely finished. 


Mr. BOLAND: Are no funds to be 
provided by the Board for cariying out 
marine works ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: 
notice of that. 


I must ask for 


Civil Service Superannuation. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lovd-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he intends carrying 
into effect the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission which sat in reference 
to the present Civil Service Superannua- 
tien Act; and, if 80, when. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: 


answer. 


Irish Government Officials—Qualifications 
eturn. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg. 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 
the Return ordered as to the qualifica- 
tions of Government servants in Ireland, 
whether he can state on what grounds 
his legal advisers base their opinion that 
the House of Commons has no power to 


require Government servants in Ireland | 


{o answer interrogatories ordered by this 
House ; 
sanction any official refusing to supply 
the information called for by this House ; 
and whether it will be made clear that 
officials pursuing that course will do so 
at their own risk, 


Mr. ATKINSON: The grounds are 
that there is nothing in the terms or 
conditions of the employment of Civil 
servants, or of the well - established 
practice of the Civil Service, entitling the 
Executive to institute ex post facto in- 
quiries into such incidents of their past 
private life as the place of their education, 
or obliging Civil servants to answer such 
inquiries, if instituted. The reply to the 
second query is in the affirmative, and to 
the third in the negative, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Do the Govern- 
ment intend to sanction the act'on of any 
official who chooses to defy the order of 
this House ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: An order of this 
House cannot compel any man, not a 
Member, to answer a question which by 
law he is not bound to. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Who gave this 


advice to the Chief Secretary? Was it 
the right hon. Gentleman himself ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


East Cork Quarter Sessions. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I. 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that at the quarter sessions for 


{COMMONS} 


This Question is , 
not one which my right hon. friend can | 
It is not for him to carry into | 
effect the recommendations referred to. | 


whether the Government will | 
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the division of East Cork, held at Midle- 
ton on Thursday last, the calendar did 
not contain a single criminal case; and 
whether steps will be taken to accelerate 
the reduction of the Constabulary in 
East Cork. 


Questions. 


Mr, ATKINSON : The fact is as stated. 
Five stations in the East Riding of Cork 
have been discontinued during the past 
year, and no further reduction is contem- 
plated at present. 


Caprain DONELAN: As the police 
have so little to do could not their 
services be availed of to protect the 
Nationalists in the Orange centres of 
Ulster 2 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Goold Estate, County Limerick. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the tenants on the 
Goold Estate, near Athea, in the county 
of Limerick, are negotiating with their 
landlord to purchase their holdings; and 
whether, in view of the number of un- 
economic holdings on it, the Estates 
Commissioners will at once take steps to 
negotiate with the landlord for the pur- 
chase of the untenanted land on the 
estate to enlarge these holdings before 
sale is completed and before the land 
may be otherwise disposed of. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No proceedings for 
the purchase of this estate have come 
before the Commissioners. They are not 
negotiating for its purchase, but will 
consider the question of the untenanted 
land if the estate shou'd come before 
them. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
Commissioners advance money for the 
purchase of the untenanted lands ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be given 
of that Question. 


Kilmeedy National Schools. 
Mr. O’SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Commis- 


| sioners of National Education in Ireland 
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in the year 1903 required of the manager 
of the Kilmeedy national! schools, in the 
county of Limerick, any condition for the 
giving of the grant-in-aid for the building 
of new schools there; and, if not, why in 
the year 1904 did the Commissioners 
require the boys’ and girls’ schools should 
be amalgamated in the event of the 
average daily attendance in the boys’ 
school not warranting the appointment 
of an assistant as a condition for giving 
the grant-in-aid towards the building of 
the schools; and whether he will still 
insist on the manager agreeing to these 
conditions before giving the grant. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: ‘The manager’s 
formal application for a building grant 
was received by the Commissioners on the 
30th December, 1903. The application 
was not coisidered during the year 1905, 
and consequently no condition in connec- 
tion with the question of awarding a 
building grant was imposed during that 
vear. The condition referred to was 
communicated to the manager in 1904, 
and in taking this action, which it is not 
intended to depart from, the Commis- 
sioners were guided solely by a desire to 
promote the educational interests of the 
locality. 


Kings County Evicted Tenant—Applica- 
tion of Patrick OBrien. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether an 
application for reinstatement has been 
lodged by Patrick O’Brien, Sisken, 
Cadamstown, King’s County ; and, if so, 
whether, as the estate of Captain French, 
Kinnity, King’s County, is offered for 
sale, a large portion of which is un- 
tenanted grass land, a farm will be pro- 
vided for Patrick O’Brien if his old hold- 
ing is not available. ~ 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir, The 
application will receive consideration if 
the Commissioners should acquire un- 
tenanted lands in the locality. Captain 
French’s estate has not come before the 
Commissioners. 


Mr. Cyril Browne—Irish Local 
Government Board Auditor. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): 
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the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will state what qualifications Mr. Cyril 
Browne possesses for the position of 
auditor to the Local Government Board; 
and what was his employment previous 
to his appointment. 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Mr. Browne was 
certified by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners as qualified for this post, The 
information asked for in the latter inquiry 
will be found in the Return laid on the 
Table on March 27th. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is it not 
the fact that Mr. Cyril Browne, who has 
given general dissatisfaction, was, previous 
to his appointment, nothing more than a 
police official in Dublin. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir, the informa- 
tion at my disposal is that he gives 
satisfaction except to the bodies sur- 
charged. His qualifications are fully set 
forth in a Return I have given. 


Mr. THOMAS O’7DONNELL: But has 
he any qualification for audit work? Is 
he a chartered accountant ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is not the 
objection to the biassed nature of his 
: report rather than to his surcharges ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Irish Local Government Printing 
Contracts. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: = [ beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government Board hold with their audi- 
tor, Mr. Cyril Browne, that printing is a 
public work within the meaning of the 
Act: and, ifso, willhe state the authority 
on which they rely. 


Mi. ATKINSON: Under Article 55 
(2) of the Procedu ec of Councils Order, 
1899, contracts for printing are to be 
dealt with in the same manner as con- 
tracts for public works. The Board 
therefore hold, with their auditor, that 
Section 18 of the Local Government Act, 
1902, dealing with public works, applies 
to printing contracts. 








1407 Questions. 
the right hon. Gentleman ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware if 


any decision has been given. I did uot 
give any advice on the point. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: Who did 
advise the Board that this is lawful ? 
Mr. ATKINSON: The legal adviser. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: 
he ? 


Who is 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Musical Piracy. 

Sim ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
leading musica! publishers have been com- 


pelled to give up publishing any new | 


music as they can obtain no protection 
for their property from the law as it 
stands; and whether, under the cireum- 
stances, he is prepared to give facilities 
for introducing and passing legislation 
dealing with the question of musical 
piracy. 


Tre PRIME MINISTER anv FIRSi 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I have seen 
the statement, to which my hon. friend 
iefers, made by the musical publishers, 
and I do think the case is one of hard- 
ship upon them and o! injury to the 
public, who are, after all, themselves con- 
cerned in the prosperity or freedom of 
musical publications. But when my hon. 
friend asks me to take up a private Bill | 
see great difficulty in doing that. I 
should much prefer to bring forward a 
Government measure, but I cannot do 
that if that is supposed io carry with it 
anything inthe nature of a pledge that 
time will be found for carrying that 
Government Bill. As everybody who has 
had to deai with the business of this 
House knows, there has never been a 
Government yet who did not desire to 
pass more Bills than they could find time 
for in the session, and that especially 
refers to what I may call Bills which do 


{COMMONS} 
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decision been arrived at on the advice of | 


(Questions. 1408 


not deeply touch any great interest or 
Party controversy. Those are Bills which 
very often it is most desirable to pass, 
but which it is most difficult to find time 
to pass, and therefore I can make no 
pledge on the subject at all. 


Sir ANDREW AGNEW: May Lash my 
right hon. friend whether this is not a very 
exceptional case, considering the large 
number of men who will be thrown out 
of work simply because Parliament does 
not provide a remedy for an admitted 
wrong, and whether, under the circum- 
stances, he could not undertake t» find 
time to pass a Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
an exceptional case, I think it is a hard 
case; but when my hon. friend asks me 
to find time I think the question ought to 
be, ‘Will I make time ?”? With the best 
will in the world [I cannot pledge myself 
to do that ; but anything I can do I will 
do, 


Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, K.): Will 
my right hon. friend introduce a Bill in 
order that we may test the House as to 
whether it would be regarded as non-con- 
tentious or not. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid a 
sill which might be non-contentious in 
private hands is very apt, through some 
mysterious law which I will not en- 
deavour to attempt to explain, to become 
contentious as soon as the Government 
takes it up; but I will consider whether 
there is any advantage in introducing a 
Bill. 


The Colonial Conference. 

Mr. SOARES: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can state 
when an opportunity will be afforded to 
this House of discussing the terms on 
which the Colonial Conference of 1906 
will be convened, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think this 
Question quite premature. 


Mr. SOARES: Is that an Answer to 
my Question ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I should have 
thought so. 
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The Proposed ae my of the Volunteer ; hon. Gentleman asks me to deal 
orce. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the proposal: 
to reduce the establishment of the 
Volunteer force by 114,000 men and the 
actual strength by 45,000 men, he will 
give an early day for the discussion of 
the details of the scheme on Vote 5, 
Army Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
Gentleman knows, we have given an 
exceptional amount of Parliamentary 
time to the discussion of these and 
cognate questions connected with the 
Army; and [cannot promise that other 
business shall be put aside in order to 
extend still further the opportunities that 
hon. Members have had of giving their 
op nious on the subject. 


Mr. McCURAE: We have not had the 
details of the scheme, and as Volunteer 
commanding officers, from what details 
have been given to them, think it will 
seriously injure the force, will the righ* 
hon. Gentleman undertake that a re- 
duction shall not be made in the current 
vear ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Tf am afraid | 


can give no undertaking, 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.): I 
beg to ask the Firs: Lord of the Treasur v 
whether he is aware of the fact that 
churches and manses are being claimed 
in various parts of Scotland by the legal 
Free Church, in connection with the 
erection and maintenance of which the 
persons so claiming contributed nothing ; 
that many of them were not members ol 
the Free Church at the formation of the 
United Free Church or even in August 
last; and if he will take steps to stop 
such procedure until an opportunity has 
been given of legislating on the questions 
at issue. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Tam aware, of 
course, that many churches and manses 
are claimed in various parts of Scotland 
by the Free Church. I have got no 
information with regard to the other 
portions of the Quesiioa; but when the 


legislatively with this subject at once, 
T can only refer him to the Answers I 
have been reluctantly obliged to give 
to similar Questions put to me across the 
floor of the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Is it not the fact that evictions 
have taken place, and are taking place, in 
Scotland ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards 
what is actually going on, perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman will put a Question on 
the Paper to the*Lord-Advocate. 


The Position of Mr. Gerald Loder. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether there is any, and, if so, what 
precedent within the last thirty vears 
for the ‘retention of the position of the 
Junior Lord of the Treisury by a gentle- 
man who is not a Member of Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is a pre- 
cedent—I do not think there is a preced- 
ent in the last thirty years—of a Minister 
of the Crown not being in the House of 
Commons. I think I gave the preedent 
the other day which referred to a more 
important office thin that of Junior Lord 
of the Treasury. But I rather doubt 
whether Mr. Loder is, as a matter of fact, a 
Junior Lord of theTreasary at thismoment. 
[ think he is not. [Laughter.] I observe 
that that remark excites merriment, and 
perhaps the House would like to know 
exactly why I make it. Under the sta‘ute 
of Anne, a Member of this House vacates 
his seat on eecepting office. That is to 
say, he need not be installed in the office ; 
he need not have the privileges or the 
du ‘ies of office, but he vacates his seat as 
soon as he formally announces his inten- 
tion to accept it. Mr. Gerald Loder did 
make that statement, he did therefore 
vacate his seat, but he has never been 
made Junior Lord of the Treasury. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman siy when he will 
be able to discover wiether Mr. Loder is 
or is not an Cfficial drawing a salary ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, he is not 
drawing a salary. He could not draw a 








1411 Business 


duties of the office until the Treasury 
patent was drawn out. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether the office is now 
vacant or not ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


The Appointment of Junior Lord of 

the Treasury. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
in selecting persons to fill the post of 
Junior Lord of the Treasury, it is cus- 
tomary to choose one from each of the 
three kingdoms with a view to their 
exercising a general supervision over 
the Treasury business of their respective 
countries which differs in many par- 
ticulars; and why has this custom, 
which was first broken on the vacating 
of the seat of Mr. Anstruther, a Seotch 
Lord of the Treasury, on taking a 
permanent Civil Service appointment in 
1902, ceased to be observed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The rule to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers is, I 
think, the creation of his own vivid 
imagination. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I 
inform the right hon. Gentleman that I 
took it from T'cdd’s Parliamentary Govern- 
ment of England, and that it can be 
proved, as to Mr. Disracli’s case, up to 
the very hilt ? 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
proposes to take any immediate steps to 
fill up the office ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman will have full notice of any 
steps. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Before the 
right hon. Gentleman fills up the office, 
will he find out whether I was justified 
in putting my Question ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have fourd 
that out. The hon. Gentleman is not 
justified, 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

PROPOSED VOTE OF CENSURE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I desire to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury a Question of 
which I have given him private notice— 


namely, whether he will give a day for 


the discussion of a Motion in these or 
very similar terms: “That, in view of 
recent events in Ireland and the revela- 
tions which caused the resignation of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover, it is in the highest degree desirable 
in the public interest that the corres- 
pondence and other inforination neces- 
sary to enable the House of Commons 
and the country to form a judgment on 
the policy and proceedings of the Irish 
Government since the appointment of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell be immediately 


laid upon the Table.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI understand 
that this is really a somewhat belated 
vote of censure upon the administrat on 
of the late Chief Secretary for Ireland, 
who has left office more than a month— 
tive weeks to-day. But, of course, it is 
the privilege of any one in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s position to insist on a day 
for a vote of censure, even though it be 
under circumstances so peculiar and un- 
usual as these, and the only question that 
remains is as to when that day shall be 
fixed. [ hope to get the Speaker out of 
the Chair to-morrow on the Civil Service 
Estimates. On Monday I must, I think, 
take the Second Reading of the Agricul- 
tural Rates Bill, and I had hoped to take 
on Tuesday the Second Reading of the 
Scotch Education Bill. IT understand 
from a Question put by the hon. Member 
for Mid-Lanark that there is a grcat 
desire on the part of Scotch Members to 
rediscuss a measure which passed i's 
Second Reading last session without a 
division, and which is introduced this 
session substantially in its old form. 
I should have thought that Tuesday 
afternoon would have been sufficient for 
the purpose; but ‘f I get an intimation 
that it is not so, nothing will be gained 
by having a discussion beginning before 
Kaster and not concluding until some 
date after Easter, and I will endeavour 
to make other xrrangements. The ques- 
tion arises whether the right hon. Gentle- 
thinks Tuesday afternoon will 
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be sufficient for his purpose. I am 
anxious to bring on a vote of censure as 
soon as I can when notice his been given, 
but I should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman what his opinion is on that 
point, because if his reply is unfavourable 
I shall have to fix some early day after 
Easter. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I should think it unlikely, but still T have 
to consult others. On the face of it, 
Tuesday is not a convenient day because 
of the Easter holiday being so near. It 
is most inconvenient to Scottish Members 
to take Scottish legislition immediately 
before or after the holidays. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : Tt 
would be very inconvenient to take this 
debate before Easter, for one reason 
because everybody hopes to see the right 
hon. Member for Dover restored to health 
and in his place during the. debate. 
Manifestly it would be most desirable 
that that right hon. Gentleman should be 
present when the debate takes place. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) hoped that no arrangement 
made would defer the introduction of the 
Aliens Bill. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil) asked on what day the Unemployed 
Bill would be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Both these 
Bills will be introduced before Easter 
under the Ten Minutes Rule — probably 
one will be taken on Monday and the other 
on Tuesday. After the appeal made to 
me by the Leader of the Opposition and 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford, I feel it would be impossible for me 
to press on the vote of censure before 
Easter, and, therefore, I must try and 
make some arrangement to bring it on 
after Master. I presume I shall not be 
asked at the moment to give a date, but, 
of course, it will not be either on the 
first or the second day after we come 
back. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The right hon. Gentleman used the word 
belated in reference to the vote of 
censure, and I would like therefore to 
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point out that its “ belation,”’ if I may 
use the word, is largely because the right 
hon. Gentleman told us that the late 
Secretary for Ireland would make a 
statement. We greatly regret the 
cause of the delay. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! 


THE EASTER HOLIDAYS. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
How long will the Easter holidays last ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said he did not wish 
to be absolutely pledged, but he thought 
the most convenient arrangement would be 
that they should take the Motion for the 
adjournment for the holidays on Wednes- 
day afternoon, the Motion being so 
framed that the House at its rising at 
7.50 p.m. should separate for the holidays. 
He should probably suggest that the 
House reissemble on Tuesday, May 2nd. 


NEW BILLS, 


OLD AGE PENSIONS BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for Persons over 
sixty-five years of age,” presented by 
Mr. Channing; supported by Mr. 
Burt, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Keir Hardie, 
Sir Walter Foster, Mr. John Wilson 
(Durham), and Sir Albert Rollit; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 171.] 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS (RAILWAY 
FATALITIES) BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to 
Coroners’ Inquests in the case of Fatal 
Accidents on Railways,” presented by 
Mr. Channing; supported by Mr, Pell, 
Mr. John Burns, and Mr. Schwann; to 
be read a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 172.] 


VACCINATION PROSECUTIONS BILL. 

‘lo provide that no Prosecution 
under the Vaccination Acts shall be 
commenced without the authority of the 
Cuardians,” presented by Mr. Channing ; 
supported by Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. 
Goddard, Mr. Brigg, Sir John Rolleston, 
Mr. Corrie Grant, and Mr. Bell; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 173.] 

3.C 
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WAYS AND MEANS. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


(Cumberland, 


INCOME-TAX. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That Income-Tax shall be charged for 
the year beginning the sixthday of April, 
nineteen hundred and five, at the rate of 
one shilling in the pound.”—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
moved a reduction from a Is. to 11d. ix 
the £. He did not complain because the 
surplus of revenue over expenditure was 
to be devoted to the purpose of reducing 
the duty on tea. Of course, the Motion 
would enable the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to redeem the pledge which he 
gave last year, but he did not put his 
Motion forwaid in regard to that; he 
should leave hon. Gentlemen opposite, if 
they wished to attach importance to it, 
to take notice of it during the course of 
the debate. There was the obvious ob- 
jection to the Motion that, the surplus 
having been disposed of once, it could 
not be disposed of again; but there was 
a way by which the surplus might be 
increased, and the method he should 
suggest would, he thought, give the Com- 
mittee an appropriate opportunity of 
relieving the payers of the income-tax. 


There was a current phrase that the 
income-tax was a war tax. In its true 
sense, that phrase could not be supported, 
in view of the fact that we had been in 
the grip of the income-tax during fifty 
years of peace; but there was a sense in 
which the description was true. In the 
first place, it was obvious that the income- 
tax was the first resource of a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer when, in times of war, 
he wanted to raise additional taxation; 
and, secondly, there had been for many 
years a close relationship between the 
amount of money raised by the income- 
tax and the expenditure on the Army. 
He had taken out figures of our income- 
tax revenue for the last twenty years, 
the amount collected and the cost of the 
Army in times of peace. Taking three 
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periods of ten years apart, 1885-6, 1895-6, 

nd the current financial vear, 1905-6, 
he found a very remarkable coincidence 
between the growth of the expenditure 
on the Army and the growth of the 
income-tax. In 1885-6 we collected in 
income-tax £15,800,000 and our expen- 
diture on the Army was £17,109,00). 
The next ten years the amount collected 
on the income-tax rather declined than 
increased, and during the same period 
the expense of the Army was practically 
stationary. In 1895-6 the income-tax 
had only risen by £400,000 to £16,209,000, 
and the cost of the Army had risen during 
the same period from £17,100,000 to 
£18,400,000. During the last ten years 
the amount collected on the income-tax 
and the cost of the Army had gone up by 
leaps and bounds till this year the income- 
tax was estimated at £31,000,000 and 
the cost of. the Army at £29,800,000, so 
that it appeared the extra money raised 
by the income-tax had been largely de- 
voted to the extra cost of the Army. 


The Army Estimates for this vear were, 
he submitted, disastrous; they were 
Estimates for an Army not in time of 
peace, but in time of war. Last year 
the Secretary of State for War said he 
would not again be responsible for such 
Estimates, but he had again 
responsible, and responsible for Estimates 
increased since last year by £1,000,00. 
Tt was the extravagance in the Army 
that he wished to aim at by the reduction 
of the income-tax. It was not as if they 
had got a good and effective Army. Thev 
were still ignorant about the organisation 
of the Army, and could get neither an 
explanation from the Secretary of State 
for War of his Estimates nor any promise 
of reduction, The extravagance had 
been rapid; stores were bought at the 
close of the financial year merely for the 
purpose of reselling at the beginning of 
the new financial year. What was to be 
the resort of the Committee under these 
circumstances? They must attack the 
problem from the other side; they must 
refuse to give the ways and means by 
means of which this extravagance could 
alone continue. If they refused 1d. of 
the income-tax, they could insist upen 
the ‘Secretary of State for War cutting 


been 





his coat according to his cloth; they 
; would tell him that, in the opinion of the 
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money upon the Army and that he 
must reduce his expenditure. He 
particularly connected the expenditure 
on the Army with the increase 
in the income-tax, and it was for this 
reason—on the ground of the enormously 
-wollen expenditure on the Army—that 
he begged to move the reduction of the 
income-tax by 1d. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 3. to leave out the words ‘one 
shilling,’ and insert the words ‘eleven pence.’” 
Wr. McKenna) —instead thereof. _| 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
one shilling’ stand part of the proposed 
Resolution.” 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the in- 
‘ome-tax pressed very hardly upon 
[reland, because, when it was first pro- 
poset, he believed in 1850, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer of the day gave a dis- 
tinct undertaking that it would only be 
imposed in Ireland temporarily, and that 
promise had never been redeemed. For 
more than half a century there was a 
differentiation between Ireland and Eng- 
land, and Ireland had no sympathy with 
England’s enormous expenditure which 
alone necessitated an income-tax of Is. 
in the £. He agreed in the selection of 
tea by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for relief, and he believed the Trish re- 
presentatives would prefer to see the duty 
on tea, a necessity of life, redueed. But 
the hon. Member for North Monmouth had 
demonstrated the close connection be- 
tween the income-tax and the war ex- 
penditure, and they were perfectly in 
order in forcing economy and retrench- 
ment upon the Government by this 
method if no other were open to them, 
Last year there was a distinctly implied 
promise of economy given by the Secre- 
tary of State for War, but it had not been 
carried out. If, however, they did not 
furnish the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
with the necessary money in the shape of 
a heavy income-tax and other swollen 
taxes, the great Departments of the 
State would have to retrench. He 
had always been of opinion that the in- 
come-tax payer was one to which respec- 
tive Chance lors of the Exchequer turned 
with a light heart, because, somehow 
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or other, though he supported the Tory 
Party, and though he grumbled, writing 
long letters to the papers, he was a long- 
suffering animal, and it was this com- 
parative immunity with which they hed 
been able to keep the tax at such a high 
rate which accounted for the indifference 
with which they treated the cliims of the 
income-tax payer to relief. Last year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said the 
income-tax payer was the first individual 
entitled to relief, and he could have kep: 
his promise if he had served notices upon 
the Army and other Departments that 
the Treasury would not sinction certain 
expenditure. He might have told the 
S-cretary of State for War that he wanted 
him to redeem his promise to effect 
economies. Expenditure, however, was 
regulated by policy, and they all knew 
very well that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer hid no control over policy. 
It was inspired from another source. 
Until the House realised that it was one of 
iis primary duties to scrutinise and control 
expenditure, the work of the Committee 
would be waste of time for any practicable 
purpose. Protests were useless unless 
the House made up its mind that for 
the future it would scrutinise the 
Estimates and insist upon economy and 
retrenchment. 


and Means. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, K.) said he agreed with what the 
mover had said, and he saw no inconsist- 
ency in any Member of the House voting 
in favour of the Motion on the ground on 
which it was based. He quite understood 
the Chancellor’s position. He had a 
certain amount of expenditure to provide 
for, and he was not going to quarrel with 
him for the way in which he proposed to 
provide for it. He had a certain surplus 
to apply in reduction of taxation, and he 
(Sir Henry) thought the taxpayer who 
had a tax imposed upon him after the 
war, and totally irrespective of the war— 
the consumer of tea—had the first claim, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer therefore 
would not understand him as finding 
fault with the arrangement of his Budge 
surplus. But the House of Commoas 
had a duty behind all this. He heard, 
rather with some surprise, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s d:finition of the duties 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
yesterday. He rather reduced the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer to that of 
a Treasury clerk, whose duty it was to pro- 
vide what the services required, but that 
he himself was but ore of the Cabinet, 
whose responsibility, of course, he shared. 
Ths, he ventured to say, was not the 
view which the great Chancellors of the 
Exchequer of the past had taken. The 
phrase that Mr. Gladstone used was 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
“the guardian of the public purse.””. The 
individual members of the Government, 
no doubt, in their respective Departments. 
all desired to make those Departments: s 
efficient, and in one sense xs costly, as 
possible, and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in the position of watch-dog 
upon the whole general expenditure of the 
country, had a responsibility which no 
other member of the Cabinet hed so 
distinctly ; and he was sure the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer wou!d not forget that 
one young Chencellor of the Exchequer 
of the pest, who was a Tory Chancellor, 
a Unionist Chancellor, resigned his 
position because he would not coneur in 
the military expenditure which hed been 
proposed by his colleagues. He did not 
suggest that the right hon. Gentleman 
should tske that course, because he 
gathered from him that he entertained 
the opinion that whatever was thought 
necessary for the safety or good govern- 
ment of the country it was his duty to 
sanction. He did not hold that doctrine 
himself, because every head of every 
Department thought his expenditure was 
necessary. He would take a broader 
ground. 


Ways 


They were going to raise from the 
people of the country during the next 
year between = £150,000,000 and 
£160,000,000 by taxation. He ventured 
to say this was more than the country 
could afford to pay. He could understand 
a Chancellor of the Exchequer in a time 
of war saying he could not stop to say 
whether this or that was necessary, 
and that it was not the time to effect 
economy. The time to effect economy 
was the time of peace, when it was 
a duty to reduce expenditure already 
sanctioned for wer. Let them look at 
what was done after the Great War. In 
1816 cr 1817 the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer expressed an indisposit’on to 
interjere with the income-tax, though it 


Sir Henry Fowler, 
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had pressed upon the nation for many 
years. The Tory House of Commons, 
because there was pract’cally no effective 
Liberal Party in the House of Commons 
then, would not submit to it, and the 
Government had to withdraw their scale cf 
expenditure by abandoning the inconie- 
tax altogether. He was not asking the 
right hon. Gentleman to do that. He was 
asking what every Member of the House 
believed in his ‘nmost heart could he 
done by a strong Goverrment—that the 
Army expenditure sheuld be reduecd to 
such an extent as to enable a reduction 
of the neome-tax. The House had nevet 
been in such a position belore. ‘Twelve 
nonths ago they hd a pledge from the 
Secretary of State for War thot hl 
would not stand at the Table to propo-e 
increased Estimates aga'n, and now they 


had this enormeus and almost in- 
tolerable expenditure alter the war 
had been ended to years. The 


Chancellor of the Exchequer was really 
impesing a penny in the £ on the 
income-tax in oider to keep up expendi- 
ture, when the House of Commons reall 
did not understand what it was for. 


He should certainly vote for the Amend- 
ment, on the ground that the country 
Was spending tco much, not only on the 
Army, because it was not confined to 
that. The right hon. Gentleman said the 
House of Commons was always asking for 
increased expenditure. He knew it did, 
and it always would. They rarely 
heard a proposal by a private Member 
to reduce expenditure. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was in a difficult post- 
tion. He had to face both his Cabinet 
colleagues and the House of Commons 
who wanted expenditure. This was 
his duty. Jt was his duty to defend 
the public purse, as it was the duty 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty and the 
Commander - in-Chief of the Army to 
defend the country in time of war, There 
was a perpetual war going on; and from 
something he said yesterday he gathered 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
did not look with a very favourable eye 
on the Estimates he had sanctioned, and 
he did not think he would have found 
fault with his colleagues if they had 
proposed less Estimates. He thought he 
would have discharged an unpleesant but 
a necessary duty if he had said: “ We 
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must next year spend so much and no 
more. I will not be responsible for Esti- 
mates which involve a large expenditure, 
and I will not sanction Estimates which do 
not enable me to keep my pledge to the 
House to take a penny off the income- 
tax.” He submitted to him with very 
great respect that he had failed in his 
dity in not insisting upon a reduction of 
expenditure. The Chancellors of the Ex- 
cliequer came and went, but the House of 
Commons did not, and he was sure it was 
the strong opinion of the country that the 
expenditure was increasing and ought to 
be diminished. He thought when they 
ime to face their constituents it would 
be their view that there should be, and 
must be, a reduction on our national 
expenditure if we were to maintain our 
present national credit and position. On 
that ground he ventured to support the 
Amendment. 


Ways 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) asked if 
‘he right hon. Gentleman would make a 
statement as to the method of the colle c- 
tion of the income-tax.' 


4TuHe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEeN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, K.): In a narrow sense that 
is almost outside the subject of this discus- 
sion. I do not mean to suggest that it is 
out oforder, but I think wehad better finish 
this discussion before we discuss particular 
methods of collection. Not one of the 
hon. Gentlemen who have spoken and 
have expressed their intention of voting 
for the reduction is opposed to the par- 
ticular financial measures which, under 
the circumstances of the year, I have 
taken. What they challenge is the ex- 
penditure, not the manner in which I 
propose to provide for it. They have 
indeed alluded, both the mover and the 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton, to a 
statement I made in reference to the 
income-tax last year. That statement 
was to the effect that, in my opinion, the 
income-tax of 11d. as it then stood and 
is., a8 I was going to make it, was too 
much to exact from the income-tax payer 
aS @ permanent contribution in times of 
peace and left us, from the point of 
view of national finance, which is even 
a more important consideration, too 


small a margin on which to draw in the 
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emergency of war. And I said that, 
in my opinion, the increase I proposed 
in the income-tax at that time —that 
the income-tax payer would have the 
first claim to relief whenever relief 
became possible. IL do not change 
that opinion; [ hold it now as 
strongly as I held it then, but it is an 
opinion shared by no hon. or right 
hon. Gentlemen sitting on the opposite 
side of the House. 


Str HENRY FOWLER dissented. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
beg the right hon. Gentleman’s pardon ; 
he would not support it. [f having 
money for the relief of the direct or 
indirect taxpaver, | had appropriated the 
whole sum at my disposal for the relief 
of the income-tax payer 





*Str HENRY FOWLER said that what 
he said was that he agreed that the 
consumers had the first claim in respect 
of taxes put on subsequent to the war. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
That is the difference. [ do not know 
that it is of great practical importance 
at the present moment, because I cannot 
give effect to my opinion. TI have stated 
distinctly that in my opinion the claim 
of the income-tax payer came first of all, 
if I had sufficient money to give effect 
to it. The first duty, before any relief 
Was given, was, in my opinion, to make 
greater provision for the paying off of 
the Debt. I think it essential to the 
soundness of our national finance that 
an adequate attempt should be made 
to pay offthe Debt. I therefore adopted 
measures for that purpose before con- 
sidering relief at all. Having done that, 
the amount of surplus I had available 
was insufficient to carry out my cherished 
wish of giving relief to the income-tax 
payer, and, being insufficient for that, 

devoted it to the other purpose. I 
hardly know whether it is necessary for 
me to make that explanation, but the right 
hon. Gentleman a little while ago 
challenged me to reconcile what I was do- 
ing with the s‘atement I made last year, 
and it is for that reason I make it. 

But what is of more immediate and 
practical interest is the criticism which 
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the right hon. Gentleman passed upon 
what he conceived to be my _ idea 
of the duties of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. He said that the descrip- 
tion I gave yesterday was reducing the 
position of the Chancellor to that of a 
mere Treasury clerk. I do not know 
whether he includes under the description 
‘‘ Treasury clerk’? those whom I imagine 
command the highest respect and admira- 
tion for their able public service and 
whose assistance the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has. 


*Str HENRY FOWLER said he shou!d 
be the last person to say anything dis- 
paraging of the d'stinguished men who 
served the Treasury. What he meant by 
“mere Treasury clerk” was an official 
who had no discretion, but who 
was bound to carry out ins‘ructions he 
had received from his superior officers. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: T so 
understood. He meant that I was ceas- 
ing to regard the pesition as that of a 
Minister with high responsibility of his 
own and a special responsibility for the 
guardianship of the national finances; 
and that I was regarding myself as a 
mere instrument to provide whatever ex- 
penditure the heads of each Department 
might in their discretion think it neces- 
sary to demand. Nothing that I have 
said gives the slightest ground for such a 
supposit on as thet. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer is and always must be ina 
very special sense the guardian of the 
national finances, but I think it wou!d be 
a great mistake if he so separated his 
interests from those of the other Depart- 
ments of the Government as to allow his 
colleagues to suppose that they were not 
also guardians of national finance, and 
that though they had not a responsibility 
in his direct and immediate manner, 
and not necessarily all the knowledge at 
his command, they had not a very real and 
great responsibility to secure as far as 
in them lay that no public money 
should be wasted in the Departments 
over which they presided. I think we 
can easily exaggerate the difference 
between the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and his colleagues in this matter. The 


Chancellor of the Exchequer who looks | 
only tothe desirability of lowering taxation 
or securing reduction in our expenditure, 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain. 
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discharges but one-half of his duty. He 
as little performs his duty as the Secre- 
tary of State for War or the First Lord 
of the Admiralty who looks only to 
obtaining everything he can for the Navy 
or the Army, and has no regard for the 
demands made upon the national purse. 
We all have a common responsibility, 
and we each have a special responsibility 
to discharge. Ihave only been a party to 
Estimates when I thought they were 
necessary for the safety or the good 
government of the country. The right 
hon. Gentleman knows there is a con- 
siderable reduction in the Navy this year, 
and the increase in the Army Estimates 
was caused by the necessity for re-arming 
the artillery, and, as long as the Govern- 
ment were not doing this, hon. Gentle 
men opposite were loud in their condem- 
nation. I thinkit is a little unreasonable 
that they should turn round and denounce 
me for providing money for doing that 
fcr which they were willing to denounce 
the Government when it was not being 
done. 


and Means. 


The three main sources of expendi- 
ture are military, naval, and finan- 
clal; and the interests of the three are 
sometimes different and conflicting. | 
might almost say that they are always 
different and always conflicting, The 
result is that in any given year there 
must be something in the nature of a 
compromise between the exigencies of 
finance, and military and naval defence. 
When I was at the Admiralty I used 
to be told that the design of a battle- 
ship was the result of a compromise in 
respect of defensive power, speed, coul 
endurance, and other factors. So it 
is with the problems of finance. In 
military, naval, or civil expenditure, 
you must balance the pros and cons 
against one another; and it is the duty 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer for 
the time being to see that the spending 
Departments make a good case, as far as 
he can judge, for the demands put for- 
ward, that against thos» demands there 
have to be set the disadvan‘ages of high 
taxaticn or a heavy debt, and that due 
weight is given to all the financial con- 
siderations which must affect the rate of 
our expenditure. That is my conception 
of the duty of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. It is to take account cf alk 
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that they shall take account of them also, 
and not to separate himself wholly from 
the interests of military or naval defence 
or think that his whole duty is discharged 
if he can come down to the House of 
Commons and say the Estimates of the 
year are one or two million less than the 
year before, having no regard as to the 
cost at which the reduction is to be 
obtained. 


Of course, our taxation is high, but 
I do not agree with the hon. Gentle- 
men who appear to believe that it is 
much beyond the means of our people. 
I do not believe we are unable to bear 
even this high taxation, though I some- 
times think we might distribute it in such 
a way as to cause less friction and to 
make it less burdensome than it is at 
present. One thing I will venture to 
observe to the Committee. It is the 
repetition of an observation made many 
years ago by Sir Stafford Northcote. 
Unless you are prepared to continue, at 
any rate, a great part of the taxation you 
impose in war time, you cannot have any 
reduction in the burden of the debt 
created by the war. It is only by con- 
tinuing a proportion, at any rate, of 
the war taxes that you can hope to 
reduce the burden of debt incurred 
during war. That should be our first 
consideration. It has been my strong 
contention. It is upon that conviction 
that I have acted, and it is owing to it 
that I am obliged to keep the income- 
tax at the present high rate. No one is 
more anxious than I am to relieve the 
payers of it. I am probably more anxious 
than any of my critics who are supporting 
this Motion on the other side of the House. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he wished to associate himself with 
a statement which had proceeded from 
both sides of the House as to the 
Treasury officials. In his opinion it 
was rarely that any country possessed 
officials so able and high principled as 
those who were in the Treasury. Indeed 
he thought he saw some of the best 
qualities of the Treasury officials in this 
very Budget, and that was not the case 
in every Budget. As to the situation 
which had been brought before the 
Committee bv the Chancellor of the 
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these factors, to secure from his colleagues | 
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Exchequer, in his opinion the right hon. 
Gentleman had exercised sound discretion 
in the course he had pursued. It was 
very much better that he should do as 
he had done in making provision for 
the reduction of debt, which was the 
worst burden of all, rather than take 
off taxation. There was, of course, the 
other underlying question, whether he 
had advocated sufficiently, and if he had 
advocated sufficiently, whether he had 
been adequately supported by the Prime 
Minister in his advocacy of that frugality 
which was our first need. On that point 
he could not agree that all had been done 
that could be done. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that we were com- 
mitted to an expenditure this year of 
£150,000,000. It was really £170,000,000, 
because in addition to the budgeted 
amount of £141,000,000, there were inter- 
ceptions of revenue, for local taxation 
account, £9,700,000; expenditure charge- 
able against capital, £9,000,000; and 
appropriations-in-aid, some £10,000,000 ; 
all of which were receipts and all 
expenditure. If these three items were 
added to the £141,000,000 the ex- 
penditure was really and truly close 
upon = £170,000,000. It was well 
that the House and the country 
should remember the expenditure was 
not alone that which was budgeted for 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
but that in addition under the present 
system there were irregular loans and 
irregular interceptions for local taxation 
account or appropriations-in-aid. In 
short, to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s Exchequer total they had to 
add £30,000,000. 
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‘Sr HENRY FOWLER: You must 


deduct what comes from the Post 
Office. 
*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES §$said he 


thought not, but he would rather not go 
into that question now. Our national 
accounts professed to be, should be, and 
by Act of Parliament were declared to 
be, accounts of receipts and expenditure, 
and as soon as they left that system for 
the present system of leaving out of the 
account vast and increasing items on 
both sides, so soon did they get into 
misrepresentations and into incapacity 
for comparing one year with another. 
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But what was even more important was | 
the urgent and pressing need for re- | 
trenchment. This had not been duly | 
recognised, His earnest conviction was | 
that the limits of economy and trugality 
had not been reached, nay, had been 
scarcely approached, by this Budget. 
There were opportunities for effecting 
reductions in expenditure not by hun- | 
dreds of thousands but by millions. | 
They might save several millions on 
the Army and some millions more on | 
the Navy. The Navy expenditure was | 
an extraordinary example this year of 
what could be done by the exercise of 
intelligent retrenchment without loss, but 
rather with gain, of efficiency. He would 
suggest that the same kind of brain power 
should be applied to the Army. He 
would apply it also in some measure to 
the Civil Service, where instances could 
be found of three or four men doing one 
man’s work. 


useful engine for effecting reductions in 


expenditure, and he should have the sup- | 
port of the Prime Minister in that most | 
useful and necessary course of procedure. | 
They had heard from the right hon. | 


Gentleman the Member for West Bristol | 
that he had not that support. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I) 
do not wish to interrupt the hon. Gentle- | 
man, but at the same time I do not like | 
to sit while he is referring to the relations | 
between the Prime Minister and the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer without say- | 
ing, at any rate, that I have from the first 
day I took office received the fullest and | 
most generous support that anyone coujd | 


desire. | 
| 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was | 
exceedingly glad to hear that, but neither | 
hs own efforts nor the support of the | 


{COMMONS} 


It was in small economies | 
and strenuous frugalities the Chancellor | 
of the Exchequer would find the most | 


| was even better. 
| had studied the 
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Prime Minister had so far produced any 
great or any adequate economies. When 
the right hon. .Gentleman came down to 
the House and stated that there was to 


| be a reduction of £5,000,000 on the Army 
| and another £1,000,000 on the Navy, and 


that he had in that the support of the 
Prime Minister, then he should attach 
high value to the support given to the 
right hon. Gentleman. He again im- 
pressed on the House and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer the absolute necessity 
for strenuous frugality. He did not 
believe the country was unable to bear 
the burden of taxation imposed upon it 
now. He was one of those who believed 
the country was very rich and prosper- 
ous, and that it would become more rich 
and prosperous so long as we adhered to 
our present fiscal system. But certainly the 
Debt had been rising in a way which was 


calculated to produce the greatest fore- 


bodings on the part of everybody who had 
paid the slightest attention to the sub- 
ject. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had recognised that the Debt must be 
dealt with, and he had dealt with 
it in a bold manner. But there still 
remained the bedrock of the whole 
thing. To pay off debt was good, 
but the exercise of constant frugality 
Although those who 
accounts had been 
alarmed at the career indulged in and 
were pleased at what had been done 
to deal with the situation so far as 
it went, vet they were very far from 
believing that sufficient economies had 
been achieved, and they looked for- 


_ward to economies of a very much larger 


amount than had been shown in the 
present year, 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 219; 
Noes, 166. (Division List No. 155.) 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. , 


Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. 


Bentinck, Lord 





A. J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 


Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

3ingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edwara 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T.Gibson (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Henry C. 








—' 


in, i, tn i, li fi in, Mites 


a a ae a a ae 


Poe ee ee ae i Ore a ee ae ee ee ee rg eer eee eee ee ee ae 


Ce aT a a a ae a ae a aS a ae ae we wa a a - 








1429 


J 
J 
( 
( 
( 
( 
( 
4 
4 


Ways 


s3rown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
surdett-Coutts, W. 
‘umpbell, Rt. Hn. J. A.(Glasgow) 
‘ampbell, J. H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
wendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
vyzer, Sir Chas. William 
‘hamberiain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 
hamberlain, Rt Hn J.A.( Wore. 
‘haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
‘hapman, Edward 

‘live, Captain Percy A. 
‘ochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘oddington, Sir William 

shen, Benjamin Louis 

lings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
lomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John CLR. 
olston, Chas, Edw. H. 
‘orbett, ‘I. L. (Down, North! 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hn. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dewar,SirT. R. (Tower Hamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Ha.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay.Sir R. B.(Inwrn’ss B’ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
(;dloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Codson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
4yordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Gore, Hn. S. F. Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, SirE.W(BuryS Edm nds 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 


Athole | 
| Lambton, Hon. 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
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Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath,Sir James(Staffords.N.W 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse, RtHn H (Somerset, E 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L 


Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir John H. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lee 


Frederick W 


Lawson, Hn. H. L.W(Milelnd) 
Lawson,John Grant (Yorks.NR 
Les, Arthur H.{ Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon, Heneage 
Fredk. N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald.J.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 


Leveson-Gower, 


| Maxwell, W. H.J.(Dumfriessh.) 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, Hon.J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morvan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| Nicholson, Wiliam Graham 





Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Bell, 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


NOES. 


Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
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| Purvis, Robert 

; Pym, C. Guy 

| Randles, John S. 

teid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Xenshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
toberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


Xound, Rt. Hon. James 

Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 


| 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart.SirH (Renfrew) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East 
Smith, H.C( North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Rt.Hn.J Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


| Spear, John Ward 


Stanley,Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’'Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'rd Univ 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


| Thornton, Percy M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tuff, Charles 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Vincent,Col.SirC. E H.(Sheffield 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
| Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
| Whiteley, H(A shton-und.-Lyne 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| TELLERS 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


FOR THE AYES— 


Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Boland, John 


| Brigg, John 


Bright, Allan Heywood 


3roadhurst, Henry 
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3uchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchil!, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies. M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. R. (Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
Ellice,CaptE.C(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander( LanarkNE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Cirant, Corrie 

Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 


Main Question again proposed, 
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Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, P.J. (Westmeath, N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift} 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

McCrae, George 

M* Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M’Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal('Tipperary Mid) 
O’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T., (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


the Debt. 
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Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pe.ks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Clevelanc 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip Jame 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthy: 
Thompson, DrE.CG( Monaghan, N 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Waite, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth } 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset } 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—M?. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


enough with regard to the reduction of 
But while saying that they 





Mr. McCRAKE (Edinburgh, E.) said 
now they were approaching the general 
question of the income-tax there were 
one or two words he wished to say 
to the Committee both with regard to 
the incidence of the tax and its effects 
on the t.xpayer. On that side of 
the House they heartily approved of 
the remissions of taxation proposed 


by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and also of his proposals, although 





they did not think they went far 


felt that the income-tax payer had rather 
a grievance against the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, he did not refer to any- 
thing the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might have said last year. He took the 
broader view that an income-tax of 
ls. in the £ on a peace basis was certainly 
far too high. If they considered that the 
income-tax for the year 1900, the year 
before the war, was £18,750,000, and in 
the year they had now entered upon 
was £31,000,000, or an _ increase of 
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ago, it must be agreed that those people 
who paid income-tax had reason to com- 
plain of the burden placed upon their 
shoulders. 

There were two ways in which the 
income-tax payer could be relieved. The 
first was by way of reduction in expendi- 
ture. That had already been referred to, 
the other was by the Chancellor of the 
Kxchequerapplying himself tonew sources 
of revenue. Expenditure had already 
been dealt with, but he would just like to 
point out that apart altogether from 
loans, as to which there was a difference 
of opinion whether they should be. 
added to or not, the ordinary revenue 
expenditure for the year, including local 
taxation, was £152,000,000 compared 
with £102,000,000 for 1894. That 
was an increase of their ordinary 
expenditure over 1894 of £50,000,000 
per annum, which was a very serious 
charge upon the nation. He was not | 
going to go into new sources of revenue 
which would take the place of the present 
and give some relief to the income-tax 
payer. He would deal with one source 
only—the licensing duties. It had been 
conceded that an increase ought to be 
made in the duties appertaining to 
licensed houses, and he was quite sure 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer could have 
got from that source a sum equal to 
id. on the income-tax. 


With regard to the income-tax it- 
self, they had to consider whether 
it was fairly imposed. He was not 
going to deal with the question of 
graduation, but he wished to say a word 
in favour of the principle of making 
a rebate on the income-tax on incomes 
which were derived not from permanent 
investments but from the labour of the 
individual. He thought they ought to 
make a distinction between permanent 
and what were called precarious or 
wasting incomes. He was not going to 
go into that at any length, because last 
year they had a very interesting dis- 
cussion, in which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was supported in his view by 
Mr. Gladstone and he (the speaker) 
was supported in his view by Lord 
Beaconsfield ; so it was rather an inter- 
esting discussion, and although the 


Chancellor of the Exchequer would not 


* 
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£12,250,000 over what it was five years) 


| year. 
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accept the Amendment which he proposed, 
because he did not see his way to give 
effect to it, and because he regarded 
it as unworkable, still he thought they 
had the Chancellor’s sympathy with 
regard to the claim that the man who 
was working and establishing an income 
had over a man who was deriving his 
income from realised investments. 


With regard to the incidence of the 
income-tax, there was another point he 
would like to put before the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. There was an exemption 
in the income-tax, whereby fines paid 
on the demise of property or on the 
renewal of leases were exempted from 
income-tax. That was entirely unfair 
to the trader, because if the trader made 
£1,000 extra in his business for the year 
he had to pay income-tax upon that £1,000 
supposing he was going to invest it. 
But if he speculated in property and 
incurred a fine in respect to that property, 
if he went to the income-tax authorities 
and was enabled to satisfy them that 
he was going to invest that money he 
had received in respect of the renewal 
of a lease he was exempt from income- 
tax. When he raised that question 
last year, the Chairman ruled it 
out of order, because a private Member, 
of course, could not move an Amendment 
whereby the produce of any tax was 
to be increased, and, therefore, he would 
commend this question to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, because it was only by 
initiative on his part that anything could 
be done. With all due respect, he thought 
it was rather a fine point whether the 
mere exemption he suggested would 
decrease the produce of the revenue 
to such an amount as to interfere with 
the existing taxation. 


There was another point on which 
there had been some little discussion, 
and that was with regard to the col- 
lection of income-tax. They had 
heard a good deal about the hustling 
of the income-tax payers during the 
last few months, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer estimated that he received 
from more effective collection an extra 
sum of £800,000 within the last financial 
He made a calculation and thought 
the Chancellor had received a larger sum 
than that. What he wanted to point out, 
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however, was that even with the ac- 
celerated collection, the collection of in- 
come-tax in England was very far behind 
that in Scotland, and there was an in- 
justice to Scotland, generally in this re- 
spect. He raised this question on a 
former occasion, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury was good enough to grant a 
Return showing the-collection for three 
years as between England and Scotland. 
The result was that it was shown that on 
February 28th, 1901, there had been col- 
lected in Scotland 93 per cent. of the 
income-tax for the year, while in Eng- 
land there had only been collected 53 per 
cent., the result being that on that date 
there was outstanding the large sum of 
£14,200,000 of income-tax. The right 
hon, Gentleman had been good enough 
to give a Return on similar lines which 
had just been placed in their hands that 
morning, and while it showed that the 
collection of income-tax had somewhat 
improved in England, the percentage 
collected up to the end of February was 
still far from satisfactory, because he 
found that taking that year the percent- 
age collected in Scotland was 95 per 
cent. That meant that at the end of 
February practically the whole of the 
income-tax had been recovered in Scot- 
land, and there was a very small sum 
outstanding of only a few hundred thou- 
sand pounds. When he came to Eng- 
land, notwithstanding this hustling they 
had heard so much about, they had 
only been able to collect 62 per cent. 
of the income-tax on February 28th. 
The total charge for income-tax was 
£29,500,000 and on February 28th they 
had only collected £18,500,000. So 
that there was a very large margin— 
£11,000,000—of income-tax outstanding 
unrecovered at the end of February of 
this year. What did that mean? It 
meant that they were losing interest on 
that sum—taking it as outstanding for a 
month only and at 23 per cent.—of 
about £20,000 a year. Comparing the 
percentage recovered last year in Eng- 
land with the percentage recovered in 
1901, he found there was an increase of 
practically 9 per cent., and if they took 
that upon the income-tax which had been 
charged it would be seen that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had received 
within the financial year a much larger 
Mr. McCrae. 
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sum than the £800,000 which he esti- 
mated as having received extra. 


On the question of the income-tax there 
was another very interesting pointas tothe 
relation the income-tax ought to bear to 
the Exchequer balances, because it was 
on the Exchequer balances that the 
Treasury had to be financed for the 
early period of the year. The Exchequer 
balances were very much better than last 
year, amounting toa little over £7,000,000, 
the same figure as in 1866 when Mr. 
Gladstone said they were a sufficient but 
not an ample provision. But in that 
year the total charge for income-tax was 
only about £9,000,000, and, therefore, 
the Exchequer balances were only three- 
quarters of the whole amount of the 
charge that was to be imposed for income- 
tax, which of course meant that even 
supposing the income-tax was not re- 
covered until the last quarter of a year 
there was money in the Exchequer to 
finance the Treasury really up to the 
amount which was to be received in 
income-tax. But this year the Exchequer 
balances only amounted to the same 
amount as in 1866, although the charge 
for income-tax was £31,000,000, which of 
course meant that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the early periods of the 
year must borrow largely on Ways and 
Means. He thought the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had perhaps rather under- 
estimated the income-tax for the coming 
year. He estimated to receive, at Is. 
in the £, income-tax amcunting to 
£531,000,000. He told them ld. of in- 
come-tax would produce £2,600,000, and 
taking it at that the return ought to be 
£31,200,000, because he took it the 
Chancellor would get really a sum equal 
to the full produce of ld. in the £ for 
this year because the arrears that were 
still outstanding from last year would be 
collected at 1s. instead of 11d. as !ast year. 
The right hon. Gentleman, of course, was 
very much handicapped by his prede- 
cessor reducing the income-tax in the 
previous year by 4d. in the £,which meant 
a loss of £10,500,000 to the Revenue. 
But the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who made that reduction on account 
of the vicious system of large arrears 
only lost within the financial year a sum 
of £8,500,000, therefore the £2,000,000 
had to be provided for by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. He thought 
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from the figures he had given the Chan- 
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cellor of the Exchequer would see that, | 


notwithstanding all the alleged hustling, 
the collection of income-tax in England 
only amounted to 62 per cent. as against 
a collection of 95 per cent. in Scotland 
at the end of February. He hoped that 
the right hon. Gentleman or the Inland 
Revenue authorities would not relax the 
efforts they had made, but accelerate 
collection. 
which had been made by Scotland 
during the last three years would be 
accentuated. One gratifying feature of 
the collection in Scotland was that owing 
to this disparity having been pointed 
out a certaim amount of ‘atitude had 
been given to Scotland. But at the 
end of February not only was collection 
better than it was before but the per- 
centage had increased, which showed 
that the system of collection there was 
far more efficacious for recovering this 
tax than the system in England. He 
thought that something should be done 
to reorganise the system in England 
in order to make the collection more 
speedy. It must be remembered that 
the income-tax payer was bearing a very 
heavy burden, especially in the case of 
a man with a small income, and he 
certainly did feel that some remission 
ought to be made in this impost both 
by way of the reduction of expenditure 
and by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
applying himself to new sources of 
revenue and broadening the basis of 
taxation. 


Srr GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.) expressed his opinion that the present 
time was more than any other in the past 
the time for enforcing the consideration 
of this tax. Many years ago, when the 
tax stood at 3d., 4d., and 6d., it was 
thought necessary to make the tax a 
fair one and make it really an income- 
tax, but now it had risen to Is. and when, 
in spite of all the hopes they had had, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
had to come down and admit that it 
could not be reduced, and that though it 
was a time of peace and _ reasonable 
prosperity he must still exact the Is., 
it was obvious that the time had come 
when they should consider more than they 
had done in the past the way in which 
the tax was levied and its unfair incidence. 


Otherwise the complaints | 
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| This tax was called an income-tax, but 


it was not really an income-tax, and 
the persons who suffered most were 
persons of small means and small traders. 
Small traders especially were made to 
pay more than they should, and they 


were about the most stable of the 
whole community. They did not agitate 
or make a fuss, but bore the burden 
put upon them. He considered f that 


the whole question of income-tax required 
special attention at the hands of the Com- 
mittee. The mode of assessment and of 
appeal from the assessment required very 
careful rearranging. The mode of assess- 
ment appeal was a grotesque anomaly, it 
was the most absurd system of adjudica- 
tion that was ever attempted. The 
appellant went before some person 
and stated his case, and was then excluded. 
from the room whilst the person interested 
in maintaining the assessment remained 
behind, and in the end the assessment 
remained the same as before the appeal. 
Now that it was recognised that this 
tax was to be permanent the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should put it upon 
the best possible basis, and he pressed 
the right hon. Gentleman to see that 
the system of appeals on assessment, and 
the mode of assessment, should be 
modified as to be fair to those who wished 
to appeal. 


SO 


He further advocated that a dis- 
tinction should be made between in- 
dustrial and spontaneous income. He 


had always felt that that was a question 
which the House ought to consider. 
It was obvious that it was politic and 
desirable in every way that they should 
not take from the man who had to keep 
his family and himself out of an industrial 
income the same amount as they took 
from the man whose income was received 
froni spontaneous sources, because the 
man who earned his living by his own 
energy had to provide a great deal more 
than the man who obtained his from 
investments. He had to insure Zhis 
life, and in other ways provide for his 
family in the event of his being cut 
off. There was no doubt that a different 
scale should be adopted for spontaneous 
and industrial incomes. He had always 
opposed the idea of a graduated scale 
of income-tax because he believed it 
would be impossible to carry it 
out, but this was another matter 
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altogether. 
thing indeed to have two different scales. 


He did not regard the attempt which 
had been made this year to collect the 
revenue earlier than was the case in 
former years as a regrettable incident. 
This tax was due on the first of January, 
and the right hon. Gentleman was right 
in seeing that it was collected without 
delay. Many of our taxes were now 
paid in May or June, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman put pressure on those 
who paid late very little harm was done. 
It was of course a little hard upon the 
people that this tax should only be paid 
once a year. It was only since this 
system was introduced by Mr. Lowe that 
that had been the case, and it would be 
very difficult to alter now, but there could 
be no doubt that the best mode of pay- 
ing taxes was at short dates. 


The real question of the incom:-tax 
turned on the question of expenditure, and 
he strongly protested against the income- 
tax remaining as high as it was at present. 
It was a danger to the finance of the 
country. At one time 6d. was thought 
to be too high, and the fact must now be 
faced that it should not exceed that 
amount and some means must be found 
of bringing it down again to 6d. It 
would not bein order to go into the fiscal 
policy of the country, but it was obvious 
that with the income-tax at ls. it would 
be difficult in time of war, in a case of 
sudden emergency, to find an elastic 
source of income. He protested against 
the present rate of the income-tax, but 
it was of no use to do it without being 
prepared to reduce expenditure. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were always speak- 
ing in favour of a reduction of the ex- 
penditure, but did not go into the details 
beyond suggesting that £5.009,000 or 
£65,000,000 should be taken off the naval 
and military expenditure. The burden 
on the country had been increased in 
many ways besides that. Those who 
had studied the Civil Service Estimates 
would see that they had increased very 
largely. The amount that was now 
being spent on primary education was 
simply fabulous, and large sums were 
being spent on secondary education, and 
the burden of taxation was being increased 
in every way. They must face the fact 
that this taxation must be decreased. 

Sir George Bartley. 
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It would be a very easy | 


i449 


Expenditure had increased in all direc- 
tions, and proposals were now being 
made in favour of Imperial grants for 
the unemployed, for the feeding of school 
children, and so on, which, if carried out, 
would increase the national expenditure 
to an alarming extent. Assistance was 
given to the education of all classes, 
which he thought was quite unnecessary, 
and he strongly objected to the State 
paying all fees, but so long as the present 
course of expenditure continued the 
income-tax would have to be maintained. 
The tax was undoubtedly too high, 
but it could not be reduced until sub- 
stantial reductions were effected in 
expenditure. Meanwhile the burden was 
so heavy that the Government were 
bound to see that the incidence of the 
tax was more fairly adjusted, and that 
the unjust pressure which existed in 
regard to different classes should be 


and Means. 


as 
far as possible removed. 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) associated himself with the 


view expressed by the hon. Member for 
East Edinburgh with regard to the 
collection of income-tax. The view that 
the collection in England had been un- 
duly retarded as compared with Scotland 
was borne out by the Return issued tha 
morning, from which it appeared that 


at the end of February there were 
£11,000,000 outstanding in England, 
whereas in Scotland the amount out- 
standing was only £131,000. But the 


point now before the Committee was 
whether the right hon. Gentleman had 
not under-estimated the amount he would 
receive this year. Personally, he did 
not see why the “hustling” in England 
should not be continued, and in that 
case the amount would probably be 
found to have been underestimated. 
While he did not complain of the 
amount of the tax, he fully agreed 
with the complaint that it was no’ 
properly graded. He suggested that 
the right hon. Gentleman should give 
his attention to thit subject, with 
a view to ensuring that those whose 
incomes were dependent upon their 
brains should pay on a lower scale than 
those who derived their incomes from 
investments. The rate of ls. in the 
£ was not, in his opinion, too high, 
and he had never been able to understand 
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why it should be regarded as so intoler- 
able a burden; he would far rather see 
deduction from the sugar duty than 
from the income-tax. The great com- 
plaint was as to the manner in which 
it pressed upon some classes of income 
as compared with others. A man who 
depended upon his brains might through 
illness lose the whole of his income, and 
through having to pay at so high a rate 
have been precluded from putting by 
as much as he would otherwise have 
done, whereas the man who derived his 
income from Consols would suffer no 
liminution of means through illness. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN in- 
stanced a case in which a man inherited 
. business with a capital of £20,000 
which had been accustomed to yield 
£1,000 annually, and asked whether 
that £1,000 was derived from brains or 
was it spontaneous income. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON admitted 
the question was not an easy one. All 
he suggested was that the right hon. 
Gentleman should look into the matter. 
Certainly very responsible opinions had 
been expressed in favour of such a differ- 
entiation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: By 


whom 2 


Mr. MUNRO FURGUSON said the 
question had been gone into, and 
opinions of some value had been ex- 
pressed to the effect that the tax should 
not be the same upon all classes of in- 
come. Although he did not object to 
an income-tax of Is., he thought it was 
right to call attention to the large amount 
that was being levied upon the country 
in consequence of want of economy. 
Economies were necessary in various 
Departments, and in none more than 
the Army, where he believed the greatest 
waste occurred, and in connection with 
which economies of several millions 
could be effected. If, therefore, he 
voted against the tax it would be with 
a view to securing those economies in 
the public service which were so loudly 
called for. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said that as 
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the grievances of other classes in con- 
nection with the collection of income- 
tax had been referred to, he desired to 
bring forward the grievance under 
which landlords laboured in the matter. 
He knew it was not a popular grievance 
to raise, in fact he feared landlords did 
not always receive that fair considera- 
tion which was extended to other classes 
of the community. Certainly with re- 
gard to taxation they paid far more than 
their fair share. During the last few 
years the question had become a very 
pressing one. As levied upon land in 
the past, there was not much to be said 
against the income-tax, but several 
alterations had since been made. The 
fact that the tax was much higher than 
it used to be made it more important 
that the basis of assessment should be 
fairly arrived at. As a result of Sir 
W. Harcourt’s death duties, a far heavier 
burden had been imposed upon land 
than formerly was the case. Land and 
personal property had been placed oa 
practically the same footing. The assess- 
ment was now made on the gross rental, 
with an allowance of one-sixth in the case 
of houses, and a deduction of one-eighth 
in the case of land. He submitted that 
those deductions were nothing like ade- 
quate. All hon. Members desired that the 
tax should fall fairly, and that people 
should pay on the incomes they received 
and no more; but he was convinced that 
an income-tax of Is. would mean for 
almost every landowner a tax of I4d. 
or 15d. upon their actual incomes. 
Those deduction were not nearly enough 
between the gross income and the net 
income. He would quote one of the 
greatest financiers the country ever had— 
Mr. Gladstone. Speaking upon the ques- 
tion of what deduction ought to be made 
in the case of agricultural land, Mr. 
Gladstone said that the deductions that 
ought to be made from gross income in- 
cluded the charges for repairs, building, 
fencing, and drainage, as well as insurance, 
law charges, and arrears and abate- 
ments of rent. If anybody went into 
the question and looked into the working 
of any estate in the country and deducted 
from the gross income what Mr. Glad- 
stone said should be deducted to arrive at 
the net income, he would find that every 
landowner in the country was paying 2d. 
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or 3d. in the pound more than other 


classes, 


He knew the case of the landowners 
Was an unpopular cause to plead, but 
there was a feeling that justice should 
be done. He would much rather it was 
plainly stated that the landowners had 


to pay the extra amount than that it | 
methods. | 


should be done by indirect 
The professional man and small trader 
no doubt had their grievances, but they 
could always under Schedule D show 
what the profits of their brfsiness were. 
Some vears ago a very valuable conces- 
sion was made to the occupiers of lands 
when they were allowed to be assessed 
for income-tax under Schedule D, and he 
thought some equally fair concession 
should be made in the assessment of real 
estate for income-tax. The chief objec- 
tions of Mr. Gladstone and John Stuart 
Mill to the income-tax was that it pro- 
moted extravagance, and also was a 
burden on the most conscientious and 
those who showed their profits fairly, and 
in the particular case to which he 
referred it was only just that the Govern- 
ment should do away with the inequalities 
of the tax, especially when it stood at such 
a high figure, and thus do justice to all 
classes of the community. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that although he voted for the 
reduction moved that afternoon he was 
not particularly sorry that the Govern- 
ment had retained the income-tax 
at ls., because it would call the attention 
of the country to the enormous Estimates 
they were now being asked to pass. The 
ordinary man in the street was saying: 
“Here we are in times of peace; we 
have had no war since 1900, and we 
know that £3,500,000 have been taken 
off the Naval Estimates, and yet we have 
this large income tax of Is. in the £.” 
When the taxpayers thought this matter 
over there was only one answer they 
could find, and it was that this was all 
due to the extravagance of the present 
Government. He thought it was more 
or less satisfactory that the Government 
had taken 2d. off the tea duty and had 
refused to reduce the income-tax, because 
it showed the power which the working 
classes had even over the present Admin- 
istration. This was proof positive that 


Lord Willoughby de Eresby. 
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|no Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
| ever venture to tax corn for the benefit 
| of the wealthy landlords of this country. 
He would much rather see a reduction 
of indirect taxation than of direct taxa- 
tion, although he did not think that 
‘the income-tax in its present form 
i was a just tax. 


One of the fundamental principles 
of taxation was that they should 
put the burden on the shoulders of 
{those who were most competent to 
| bear it, but the income-tax under its 
present conditions did not comply with 
that principle. The income-tax wa: 
wrong and unjust because they refuse! 
to graduate it. It was not fair that 
a man with an income of £1,000 a vea 
should pay an income-tax at the same 
rate as a man with £100,000 a year. 
It was a much greater burden for a 
man with £1,000 a year to pay £50 
than it was for a millionaire to pay 
| £500. He might be told that there were 
| great difliculties in the way of a gradu- 
ated income-tax. He would make a suy- 
gestion for the consideration of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. He would 
suggest that they should commence to 
¥ 





graduate all incomes larger than incomes 
which are now wholly or partially ex- 
empted, They should have a minimum 
income-tax payable on all those incomes, 
jand then everybody would make a 
return of the amount of his income 
and pay a second income-tax on a 
oraduated scale. The minimum tax 
should be paid at the source and 
the graduated tax would be paid by 
means of a return. It might be said 
that that would be too inquisitorial, 
but all merchants at the present time 
made returns and they were people 
to whom the secrecy of the income-tax 
was most important because they did 
not want their neighbours to know the 
amount of their business. He did not 
see why, by some such process as this, 
they could not succeed in graduating the 
income-tax, 





He should also like to see a differ- 
entiation of the income-tax. He 
knew that to a large extent the 
death duties effected that purpose, but 
still he thought they might very well 
go a little further in that direction. 
He thought they were all agreed that 
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the burden of the income-tax was 
much harder on the people who earned 
their incomes than those who derived 
their incomes from investments. [‘‘ No, 
no!”] Then they were not all agreed 
upon the point. He admitted that there 
were considerable difficulties in the way 
of differentiating the income-tax when 
they had one man companies and busi- 
nesses formed into companies for the 
more convenient sharing of the annual 
profit. Businesses were frequently 
turned into companies for family 
reasons after the death of the owner, 
and it was certainly unfair that such 
businesses should pay one rate before 
the death of the owner and another 
rate after. He knew that a Committee 
was now considering this matter, but he 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should give them his opinion and advice 
with regard to graduation. They wanted 
to know whether he thought such a tax 
was possible, and he sincerely hoped he 
would be able to give a favourable answer 
to the question. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES reminded the 
hon. Member for Edinburgh that the 
graduation of the income-tax had been 
shown to be impracticable by every Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, At the present 
time two-thirds of the income-tax was 
levied at its source by deduction, and 
unless they abandoned that method 
they could not have graduation. 

Mr. McCRAE: Lord Beaconsfield 
made that proposition. 


*Mr. SOARES : You can pay the mini- 
mum tax and that would be collected at 
its source, and everybody who has an 
income above a certain amount makes 
a return and pays upon it. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thought tha 
if the hon. Member reflected he would 
find that what would have to be paid 


on all deducted duties would not 
be the minimum but the maximum 
duty. That would be the only way 
of levying a graduated income-tax. 


This question had been so often con- 
sidered by successive Chancellors of 
the Exchequer that he did not think it 
could be advanced by further examina- 
tion. They were told that a man who 
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earned £1,000 a year by the exercise of 
his brain power was in a different position 
to the man who got £1,000 a year from 
invested property. Of course, a man 
who got £1,000 a year from his in- 
vested capital was richer than the man 
who got the same amount 
brains, fer he had the capital as well as 
the income, but the difference between 
them was this. The man who earned 
the money with his brains left, when 
he died, no eapital to tax, while the 
other man left money which was taxed 
to a verv considerable extent. In re- 
gard to the incidence of the ineome-tax 
as such, it seemed to him exactly equal 
They taxed the £1,000 a 
year income by income-tax so long as 
it lasted, but when it ceased the tax 
ceased. In the case of the man with 
£1,000 a year derived from capital his 
successor went on paying income-tax. 


by his 


in both eases. 


Therefore, he did not see that there 
was any hardship. The income - tax 
followed the income and when the 
income ceased the tax ceased. It 
was perfectly true there was the 


difference that the one man left capital, 
and the other man left none. But that 
was provided for by the graduation 
in estate duties. There was a 
graduation at a man’s death which 
acted as a cumulative income - tax. 
Surely that was enough graduation 
for the time being, But whether it was 
or was not, he should be very much 
interested to see any feasible plan, 
either from the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
or from the body now inquiring into the 
question of the income-tax, as to the 
graduating of the tax. 


the 


The noble Lord behind him com- 
plained that the ownership of land 
was unduly taxed in respect of income. 
But the noble Lord had not established 
that—he had, indeed, left unnoticed cer- 
tain features of cur system which sug- 
gested an exactly contrary conclusion. 
He was waiting to hear a reference to 
the Agricultural Rates Act which gave a 
very large exemption of rates to agri- 
cultural land as compared with other 
property, but although himself a 
prospective landowner the noble Lord 
left that entirely out of account. He 
compared the ownership of land with 
the occupation of land, pointing out that 
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whereas the owner could not return his 
profits under “chedule D, the farmer who 
occupied could. But there were few 
who did it, for the simple reason that 
the farmer often knew perfectly well that 
he was a great deal better off under 
Schedule & than he would be under 
Schedule D. The farmer had the ad- 
vantage of being able to choose whether 
he would be taxed under Schedule B or 
1). The noble Lord further said that 
lands and personalty were on the 
same footing under the Finance Act of 
1894 as to estate duty. The fact was 
that they were on an absolutely different 
footing in consequence of an arrangement 
made between the late Sir William 
Harcourt and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol. Land 
paid scarcely more than half of what per- 
sonalty of the same saleable value paid. 
The reason was that instead of being val- 
ued as personalty was, it was valued cna 
special scale set down in the Act. They first 
took the gross rental, then made decdue- 
tion for repairs, Insurance, management. 
and a variety of other items, which 


reduced the rental of the land to a low 
figure. The Act prescribed that the 


ce pital value for the tax should not exceed 
twenty-five times the minimum rent thus 
arrived at and this fictitious capital value 
of ten did not amount to more than half 
ot the value of the land if sold. If land 
was valued at its real value it would pay, 
not what it did now, but about twice as 
much. 


As to the income-tax it was one of the 
best taxes in its essence, nature, and prin- 
ciple which they could have. It was one of 
the cheapest to collect. It leit no residue 
behind it in the hands of the tax collector. 
The Revenue got the maximum amount, 
and it had the very great advantage that 
the man who paid the tax knew he was 
paving it. It could not be concealed 
from him, and it gave him a direct in- 
terest in the amount of taxation he bore, 
and consequently in the amount of the 
national expenditure, and, therefore, a 
direct incentive to resist national ex- 
travagance and to support retrenchment, 
cur great present need. These were very 
great advantages indeed, and entitled 
the tax to most respectful treatment on 
the part of the Committee. He wished 


to point out that of the total revenue of 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 
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this country of all classes, oniy one-half 
came under review for assessment of in- 
come-tax, and only one-third paid income- 
tax at all. The figures for 1902-5 showed, 
according to the accredited mode of estim- 
ating it, that the total income of all classes 
amounted to between 1.700 and 1,800 mil- 
lions, and that the gross income of aij 
classes brought under the review of th: 
inceme-tax department was 879 millions, 
which was, broadly speaking, about one- 
half. Of the 879 millions brought under 
review only 608 millions had income-tax 
levied upon it. He was not going to say 
that that was entirely wrong, but the 
remarkable result was that the third 
which paid income-tax paid a great dea! 
more than it would have to pay if the 
other two-thirds paid as well. If it wer 
possible to tax all the incomes of the coun- 
trv—he was not going to argue that it 
possible—the result weuld be that 
the Exchequer 


was 
Was 


either the Chancellor of 


instead of getting £30,000,000 from 
the tax would get £90,000,000, or he 
could reduce the rate of the tax from 


Is. to 4d. and still get his £30,000,000, 
He well understood the propriety, he 
might almost say the necessity, of ex 

empting from income-tax the smallest in 

comes. He thought it was right that thi 
man who got £1, £2, or £3 a week should 
be exempted, but he had never been able to 
the necessity or the justice of ex- 
tending the exemption to the man who 
got £12, £15, or £14 a week as had been 
done. That was where a considerable 
alteration might be and should be made. 
The exemptions and abatements above 
£160 should be largely reduced. The effect 
of that would be that either the rate ot 
the income-tax could be reduced, or, a+ 
he would greatly prefer, some of the 


see 


onerous duties, such as that on 
sugar, could be taken off. In this 


way, as the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had said in referring to the present 
reduction of the tea duty, relief would 
be given to every household. If this 
could be done there would be an aid- 
vantage in two ways. They would get rid 
of the greater cost of collecting Customs 
duties, and substitute the lesser cost 
of collecting the income-tax. 

Of the five classes of assessment ot 
income-tax there was one which operated 
in the most outrageous and extraordinary 
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manner. He referred to the assessment 
of profits from business under Schedule 
D. The system only required to be 
explained in order to show that it was 
perfectly unsound. The assessment was 
made on what was called the “ three 
years average.” An average was an 
abstraction dear to the statesman and 
ridiculous to the practical man. Take 
the case of the man who in the first 
of the three years earned £3,000, in the 
second year £2,000, and in the third 
vear £1,000. On the average he had 
a profit of £2,000, and on that he was 
taxed, although his income was only 
£1,090 and on the declining scale. He paid 
twice as much as he ought to pay, and he 
was entitled to their compassion. Take 
ow another man, who in the three years 
to be averaged earned su:e-ssively £1,009, 
£2.000 and £3,000. He also paid income- 
tax on £2,000, but that was on £1,000 less 
than he ought to pay—and he a man 
rising ia prosperity! The man whose 
income was declining, and who perhaps 
was approaching bankruptey, paid 
double what he ought to pay—the man 
whose inco ne was rising, an! who was on 
theroad perhaps to becominga millionaire, 
paid less than he ought to pay. That 
system of averaging was pot applied 
to Government officials to those 
who derived their incomes from stocks 
and shares. Each paid on his vear’s 
revenue. There would be no difficulty 
in applying the same system to the two 
men he had instanced. In his opinion 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer ought 
seriously to consider whether he could 
not abolish the system of averaging. 
There was another point from which great 
encouragement might be derived. The 
rich had been getting richer, but happily 
so to» had the poor, and in greater degree 
or at all events in greater numbers. 
That was a happy result and long might 
itcontinue. The great numerical increases 
of income were not in the number oi 
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or 


millionaires, but in the number of 
men with from £300 to £600 or 
£700 a year, incomes which made it 


possible for a man to live in comparative 
ease and comfort. That was one of the 
most encouraging things shown in the 
Report of the Income-Tax Com- 
missioners. It was a very remarkable 
thing that the little fish were increasing 
number, very much 


enormously in 
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more so than the big fish. He meant 
to vote for the income-tax proposal, 
ior though he had thought it might be use- 
ful to the Committee to suggest the de- 
fects in the manner in which it was levied 
and how these defects might be remedied, 
the tax itself was a good one. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dundee) 
said that they had had a considerable 
amount of detailed discussion as 
the conditions under which this tax ought 
to be applied. He thought there must 
some misapprehension as to the 
assistance likely to be derived in the 
settlement of this question from the 
Committee now sitting on the income- 
tax. As he remembered, the reference 
to that Committee dealt entirely with 
methods of administration, so that they 
could not look in that direction for anv 
solution of the difficult points that had 
been dwelt upon that afternoon. But, 
if this Committee was to report soon and 
successfully, he thought it would be well 
worth the attention of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to consider whether a simi- 
lar Committee should not be appointed 
to inquire into the facts as a whole, with 
a view to deliberation on and settlement 
of the points of diificulty that had been 
referred to. He had risen mainly for 
the purpose of saying a word or two in 
defence of the income-tax payer. What 
had been said for the income-tax payer 
that day consisted, for the most part, of 
complaints about the excessive expendi- 
ture which had left the income-tax at 
ls.in the £. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had had many compliments paid 
him on his Budget. He was not going 
to withdraw one of these. He heartily 
congratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on the candour and courage he had 
displayed ; but if this Budget had been 
proposed ten years ago every man in 
the House would have risen up in arms 
against it. To propose Is. income-tax 
in a time of profound peace was an 
utterly discreditable thing to this Govern- 
ment and the country. He had listened 
without any emotion to the complaints 
against the expenditure laid down in the 
pages of the Budget. He shared the 
feeling of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on that point. He regarded as worthless 
the complaints made on both sides of 
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the House against expenditure which 
led to this large income-tax at that time 
of day. Why did hon. Members select 
this time of all times for rating against 
expenditure ? Why did they not make 
their complaints earlier this year, last 
year, and the year before that? If 
the expenditure was crushing now, it 
was because of the policy of the Govern- 
ment, which few in the House had the 
courage to denounce three vears ago, 
when we were under the shadow of the 
accursed war in South Afriea. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
What about the Irish Members ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
acknowledged that hon. Members from 
Ireland did, and with them he was in 
perfect agreement. The complaints 
about excessive expenditure ought to 
have been made three or four years 
ago and, therefore, he had listened with 
complete disregard to them now when 
the bill came in. But he wanted to 
suggest to the Committee and to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that the 
income-tax payer had his grievances, 
although these were shared by other 
taxpayers. He was afraid that the 
income-tax payers were themselves 
largely responsible for the huge expen- 
diture ; but, still, they had a right to 
protest that every penny of taxation 
unnecessarily laid upon them was a 
wrong done to them. The defect of our 
system of finance was that this and every 
previous Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
on both sides, had wilfully, at any rate 
‘deliberately, shut their eyes to sources 
of revenue not dependent on taxation 
at all. It was not necessary to impose 
income-tax to meet expenditure if the 
mouey could be got from other sources. 
One of the just grievances of the income- 
tax payers was that they were being 
called upon by two or three great Depart- 
ments of State to pay money for services 
which were not alone services to them. 


Hon. Members knew perfectly well 
that the Navy was not for the ex- 
clusive defence of the people of these 
islands. It was for the defence as well 
of the self-governing Colonies. One 
neglected source of non-tax revenue 
he referred to was the inadequate con- 
tribution of the Colonies towards the 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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expense of the Navy for their naval 
defence. He was glad to there 
had been some improvement in that 
respect. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer knew that at the next Colonial 
Conference the Prime Minister had, as 
he understood, pledged himself that it 
would be made a matter of primary 
consideration that the Colonies should 
pay an adequate share of, or con- 
tribute towards, the expense of the 
Imperial Navy. He was sure that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon, when he was Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, spoke strongly in favour of 
that principle. They knew where they 
were about the Navy; but what about 
the Army ? The Army was a much more 
serious thing from that point of view. 
He was sorry the Secretary for War was 
not present, but if he understood the 
principlesof the right hon. Gentleman and 
of the Committee of Defence, the Army 
was not wanted for the protection of the 
income-tax payer at all. The Prime 
Minister had said that the defence of 
this country might safely be entrusted 
to the Navy, and that if anything was 
wanted in the way of superfluous 
security that was to be found in the 
Volunteers and Militia. What a_ big 
Army was wanted for was not the 
defence of the United Kingdom but 
of the outlying parts of the Empire, 
and if a contribution were tobe paid by 
these in respect of the Navy, a much 
larger contribution should be de- 
manded in respect of the Army. 


see 


Another grievance of the income- 


tax payer was the result of legisla- 
tion in respect of sugar. If the 
Sugar Convention were abolished 


and the sugar tax were increased the 
consuiner would not be indemnified, but 
the income-tax payer would be relieved. 
There was another possible source of 
revenue, the neglect of which was a 
grievance to the income-tax payer, viz., 
the taxation of land values. That sub- 
ject was going to be discussed on a private 
Bill on Friday, and, therefore, he would 
only now say that if land values were 
taxed as they ought to be and the pro- 
ceeds of that special taxation were 
handed over to the local authorities, the 
Imperial subvention now given to the 
local authorities could be withdrawn. 
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The State would be directly benefited. 
and the income-tax payer could be re- 
lieved of 2d. or 3d. in the pound on the 
amount now taxed. He must associate 
with this question a point bearing on the 
very energetic speech made by the noble 
Lord opposite in defence of the landlords. 
He believed, with the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, that under the present 
system the discrimination was all in 
favour of landed property as against 
personal property. He suggested that 
if the doles to the landlords were with- 
drawn Id. in the pound of the income- 
tax might easily be taken off, even after 


saving the rights of the tenants by en- 
abling them to deduct their increased 


contribution from the rent they paid. 
But the most serious point of all was 
one he had again and again impressed upon 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer without 
the least effect. It was periectly ridicu- 
lous to contemplate the scandalous con- 
dition attaching to licence duties. The 
law had got into a condition without 
parallel in the system of this country. 
Whereas there were three kinds of duty 
upoh some 1ers of property, the Excise 
dutv had = not touched at all. 
Neither present Chancellor nor his 
predec woul 1 undertake that matter, 
and no Liberal Chancellor, he was bound 
to sav, hid done so. But he held a 
settlement of that matter to be incumbent 
upon the Chancellor of the Hxchequer 
of the future. What the facts ? 
Thev had a system under which the 
smallest house was charged at the highest 
rate and the largest house at the lowest 
rate. Ii thev applied the 
vworem duties all round 
great houses the same as little houses, 
instead of the £1,750,000 which the duty 
vielded now, they would have £3,000,000, 
That had been admitted by the Chancellor 
of the 


owl 
been 
the 
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uxchequer, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
beg the hon. Gentleman’s pardon. I 
have not admitted that the yield would 


give that ; I do not think it would. 

Mr. ;EDMUND ROBERTSON said jit 
was a matter of arithmetical calculation. 
He took the value of public-houses as a 
whole, largeand small, exclusive of [reland 
and Scotland. In England ‘and Wales 
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alone the value was £7,000,000 a year. 
If they were taxed at the same rate 
as the smallest village inn the result 
would be £3,500,000 of taxation, which 
was nearly £2,000,000 more than the 
yield at present. The right hon. Gentle- 
man would say, no doubt, that the high 
tax would probably drive them out 
of the trade altogether. Some people 
might say much the better. But 
he did not for a moment believe that 
such would be the He didnot 
believe it could be affirmed that 3 per cent 
ad vvlorem was a proper duty in the case 


sO 


ease, 


of a great London gin palace and 50 
per cent, ad valorem in the case of a 
small house in the country. Unless 


more details were given to him he must 
stand by the arithmetical result which 
showed on the face of it that by merely 
doing justice in England and Wales 
they would add to the Revenue nearly 
the equivalent of Id. in the £ of income- 


tax. But when they had done that 
they had only touched the fringe of that 
great question. He believed from the 
best caleulations he had been able to 
make that an equivalent of 4d. m the £ 


on the income-tax might even be attained, 
and he contended that the income-tax 
had all the more right to complain 
of the burden that was laid upon him 
in the knowledge that such a burden 
would not be necessary if the Chancellor 
of the iixchequer of the day had the 
courage to look facts in the face and deal 
with that monopoly. 


payer 


*Sir JOHN 


I ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
said his duty to his constituents com- 
pel lled him to make a protest against 
the continuance of the shillmg mncome- 
tax so long after the  termina- 
tion of the war. Although he pro- 
posed to vote for the tax and for 


the Resolution he would do so with 1e- 
luctance, feeling, somewhat like the game- 
keeper who was detected attending Divine 
Service, that he was doing wrong all the 
time. He was not one of those who fav- 
oureda policy of retrenchment except that 
by not purchasing what we did not want 
and getting good value for what we did 
want he thought that no great reduction 
was possible in our national expenditure. 
This was an age of progress, and thev all 
knew that what was called progress 
marched hand in hand with expenditure, 
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both political Parties, social teforms 
which wculd mean the provision of many 
millions annually. ‘lherefore h> thought 
Chancellors of the Exchequer would in 
future have to exercise themselves in the 
direction of getving new sources ~frevenue 
rather than turning on the old taps first 
a little one way then a little the other 
way. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had explained that he was reluctant to 
branch out in any way. His Budgets 
were for the purpose of marking ume 
and not to facilitate that march forward 
which would doubtless be the policy of the 
future. In that respect, as marking time, 
they were admirable Budgets, and he 
congratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on their production. One point he wished 
to enforce was that, at a time when trade 
was depre-sed, when rates and taxes were 
high, when everyone zlmost was feeling 
poor, that was not the time to keep 
money, that was largely supplied by the 
income-tax payer, for the purpose of 
peying off debt. The time to reduce debt 
was surely times of plenty and prosperity 
and not timcs of adversity. It was said 
that this ailected our national credit. 
What a poor credit the nation must have 
if a million more or less mede any dfer- 
ence. He unhesitatingly said that if that 
money had been applied to the reduction 
vt the income-tax rather than that of 
debt, it would have been much more use- 
ful and much more satisfactory to the 
people of this country. 


He did not wish to be critical, but 
he represented a great many poor 
income tax payers, and although he 
contended thet increased revenue 
might be needed, yet he could not 
agree that the income-tax in its present 
incidence, even in faceof that need, 
should continue to make the contribution 
it now did. Until some greduation was 
effected that tax ought not to be sub- 
mitted to without protest. Incomes of a 
temporary and permanent character 
could be classed under the same 
head. Tie equ lity of saerlfice was not the 
same. One was earned by an expendi- 
ture of the vital force, of enersy and 
brain, and that capital might become 
exhausted by illness, disease, or death, 
while the permanent income could be 
possed on intact after the life of its 
Sir John Rolleston, 
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possessor to other people. The right hon. 
Gentleman last year when he was speak- 
ing on this srbject contrasted the case of 
a widow with an income of £500 a vear 
vith that of a professional man earning 
£10,000 a year, and he argued that the 
case of the widow, even with her perma- 
nent income, was the more worthy of 
consideration. He (the speaker) was not 
disposed to dispute that. He thought 
that the man who was earning £10,000 
thought a great deal less of income- 
tax than the man with a permanent 
income of £10,000 a year, but he was 
thinking of incomes, earned with diffi- 
culty, of £500 a vear or so and which were 
in proportion probably of 1,000 to one to 
the other incomes. These incomes might 
be lessened by illness or disease or might 
cease altogether by death, while the per- 
manent income of the widow would be 
passed on to others after her life. That 
was the difference between a temporary 
and a permanent income, which ought not 
to be classified for taxation under the 
same head. The incomes of small shop- 
keepers, traders, professional men, and 
soldiers and sailors ought not to contri- 
bute in the proportion they now did at 
whatever level the tax stood. Unless 
some effort was made to reform the inei- 
dence of this tax it would create well- 
merited resentment in this country. In 
this generation original sources of twxa- 


tion were urgently needed. They had 
been found in the past. Sir William 


Harcourt devised the death duties which 
he (the speaker) thought would never 
be from the fiscal system of 
this country, and which posterity would 
think a great deal more of than we 
did at present. Posthumous taxation 
of great fortunes, which were in these 
davs made with great celeritv, must 
be sound equitable finance, and with- 
out this tax which produced £17,000,000 
the vear before last we should probably 
have had an eighteen-penny income-tax. 
He could only deplore that when Sir 


William’s colleagues came to consider 


erased 


these difficult and perplexing questions 
they would not have the benefit of his 
co-operation and advice. On the other 
side of the House, when India was in want 
of money they put on duties all along the 
line and so filled the Exchequer of India. 
He thought that for bold finance they 
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on his side of the House might some- 
times take a lesson from hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. 


He did not know of any rule of political 
economy as to the absolute incidence of 
direct and indirect taxation. No doubt 
indirect taxation was the most popular 
form of taxation. Indirect taxation 
was like an operation with an anesthetic. 
{c did not hurt because it could not be felt. 
Direct taxation was like having a tooth 
out without an anesthetic. It made 
them squeal. In his opinion any 
sreat reduction in our national expendi- 
ture was impossible, and he thought 
the financial thought of this genera- 
tion should be directed rather to the 
provision of a larger Revenue than of 
keeping down that which we had 
in view of the great present and pros- 
pective demands both for social reforms 
and Imperial purposes, and in order that 
the people who were beirs of the progress 
of the past might enjoy some of its 
legacies and succeed to some of those 
advantages which were the heritage of 
democracy, the birthright of our higher 
civilisation, and which, without waiting 
for the convenience of political Parties, 
would doubtless be demanded and pro- 
bably enforced. 
that 


*Mr. FIELD pointed out so 


lar as the income-tax was concerned 
freland ought to have been leit 
ut altogether. The income-tax was 


put on by Mr. Gladstone after the 
lamine in order to pay oif a certain 
sum of money lent to Ireland by means 
f a Consolidated Loan, and it was then 
inderstood by this House that when 
that amount had been paid the tax 
was to be taken off—previous Chan- 
cellors of the Exchequer had refused to 
levy an income-tax on Ireland because 
of the poverty of the country—but, 
instead of the income-tax being taken 
off, Ireland had now to pay more than 
her due proportion. That was admitted 
by the Financial Relations Committee, 
which acknowledged that Ireland was 
over-taxed by £2,750,000 a year. He 
vgreed that direct taxation was. perhaps, 
the most perfect way of levying a tax, 
but he held they were paying too heavy 
Imperial taxes in Ireland. 

The whole system of this tax required 
readjustment. He believed ina graduated 
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income-tax. He also contended that a 
difference should be made in favour of 
incomes derived from brain work and 
industrial pursuits, because those earnings 
were derived from temporary sources and 
might be stopped at once through illness 
or bankruptcy, whilst the income from 
spontaneous resources was more secure 
and permanent. These two incomes were 
entirely different in their nature and in 
their source, and there ought to be a 
different application of taxation. He was 
aware that Chancellors of the Exchequer 
had for generations refused to consider 
this matter, but he contended the Com- 
mittee was not always to take the ipsz 
dixit of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as to whether a thing was practicable. 
In the year 1853 some inquiry was 
made about instituting a system of 
graduated income-tax. That 
long time ago and we had travelled since 
then on the fiscal road of reform, and 
was the Committee to-day to be told 
that because in 1853 this House was 
unable to find a process by which a svstem 
of graduated income-tax could be carried 
out it could not be tried at any future 
time? He was aware that in Ireland 
even the intermediate teachers were 
assessed on a miserable fee of £15. 
Was it a fair proposition that these 
poor intermediate teachers should pay 
the same rate of taxation as a mil- 
lionaire ? The hon. Member for North 
Islington and the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn both stated that they 
could not understand how such a scheme 
could be put into operation, but the 
House had never endeavoured to do it, 
and he was perfectly convinced that if a 
Committee were appointed to consider 
the question, measures would be found 
t» carry out the ideas which occupied the 
minds of a great number of income-tax- 
payers. There could be no doubt that 
while some had to pay too much, others 
paid too little. As a business man he 
had had some very disagreeable experi- 
ences of the income-tax. The Surveyor 
of Taxes annually assessed, hypotheti- 
cally, the supposed net profits after a 
schedule had been sent in, or in many 
cases not forwarded by the taxpayer. An 
average of three years was taken as a 
basis, although this average system was 
often misleading, for business was subject 


Was a 











1459 Ways 


to great fluctuations. Further, com- 
petition was greater, money scarcer and 
labour dearer, which should be considered. 
The schedule was difficult to understand, 
and it had to be filled up within a certain 
number of days or the opportunity to 
appeal was lost. If the schedule was pre- 
petly filled in in time the appeal was 
heard by three gentlemen who started, 
wpparently, with the idea that every- 
thing they were told should he strongly 
disputed. It struck him as being a most 
inquisitorial and extraordinary proceed- 
ing, and one calculated to inflict great 
annovance to an honest man subjected to 
the process. He also suggested it would 
be useful to the Treasury and the offie:als 
employed if a little more courtesy was 
extended to the taxpayers. He had no 
objection to pay his fair share of the 
income-tax if legally liable, but he ob- 
jected to be worried, harassed and dis- 
believed. He hoped the result of this 
debate would be to reduce the annoyance 
caused to business men by the prevail- 
ing methods of essessment, appeal and 
collection of income-tax. If supported, 
he should like to organise a strike against 
the payment of income-tax in Ireland. 
The Imperial over-taxation of Treland 
constituted a grievance so great that it 
ought to be brought forward in the most 
practical way, and in Ireland the only way 
in which it could be done was by resisting 
the imposition to the utmost. He in- 
tended to vote against the Resolution, 
and he hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would consider the points he had 
raised and the immediate reduction of Im- 
perial over-taxation in Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I] 
share the desire of hon. Members that 
this and every other tax should be col- 
lected with as little friction as possible, 
and with as much consideration for the 
convenience of the taxpayer as is com- 
patible with the due collection of the 
tax. But I think the hon. Gentleman 
opposite underrates the difficulty there 
is in some cases In securing from tax- 
payers the fulfilment of their obligations. 
The hon. Member has complained that 
when t' xpayers appeal to the surveyor or 
Commissioners against their assessment, 


those gentlemen seem to distrust the 
statements that are made. 3ut when 


there is an apy 


My. Field. 


eal it is the duty of those 
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gentlemen to see that a case is made out 

before the appeal is acceded to. The 
hon. Member will not seriously suggest 
that the Revenue authorities ought to be 
satisfied with the mere statement of the 
appellant as to what would be a full dis- 
charge of his obligations. 


Mr. FIELD said he agreed that the 
Commissioners should satisfy themselves, 
but there were two ways of doing it: 
right and wrong. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There are doubtless two points of view 
from which you may regard the action 
necessary. If you are concerned with 
defending the Revenue you may think 
something absolutely necessary which 
if you are a taxpayer you may consider 
arbitrary, inquisitorial, and annoying. 
Considering what the tax is, how i its 
nature it must be to a certain extent 
inquisitorial, I think it is collected with 
wondertully little friction, and that the 
collection reflects great credit upon those 
charged with the duty. Put the speech 
of the hon. Member opposite formed a 
curious commentary upon, and I think 
vas a warning acuinst, those proposals 
which we jave been discussing for the 
treater part aiternoon, Some 
minor points in connection with the 
tax have been raised by the noble Lord 
behind and by which 
clearly included in the reference to the 
Committee which is still sitting under 
the Chairmanship of my right hon. friend 
the Member for Croydon, and I think 
the Committee will excuse me from 
anticipating the Report which I shall 
receive from them, and understand my 
very natura! anxiety to have the benetit 
of their advice and views before | express 
any further opinion upon such ques- 
tions as the nature and extent of the 
allowances which are made, the system of 
averages by which a portion of the tax is 
collected, and other matters of that kind 
to which allusion has been made, 


of the 


me others are 


But the more important questior 
which we have been discussing this 


afternoon was not referred to the Com- 
mittee—that is, the question of either 


differentiating the tax according te 
the source from which the meome Is 
‘derived, or graduating it according 


to the amount of the income of th 
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individual taxpayer. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Leith Burghs said there was high 
opinion in favour of the differentiation 
of the tax. I invited him to enlighten 
me by citing his high authorities, but he 
did not gratify my curiosity ; he merely 
said he was satisfied that such high au- 
thority existed. I think every Chancellor 
of the Exchequer since the beginning of 
the last century has rejected the pro- 
posal as unworkable. No one has spoken 
more strongly on the subject than the 
late Mr. Gladstone, and I confess it is 
singular to see with what readiness hon. 
(ientlemen opposite waive his opinions 
when they do not coincide with their own, 
whilst denouncing with great severity 
anybody on this side who ventures to 
differ from any opinion of Mr. Gladstone 
with which they agree. I think it would 
defy human ingenuity to invent a 
svstem of differentiation which would be 
jair or even workable. The object of 
the hen. Gentleman is to distinguish 
between income which is spontaneous, 
which comes to the owner without any 
exertion on his part, and income which is 
cependent upon the owner's exertions 
und which may cease with his life. I 
usked the hon. Member while he was 
speaking how he would treat income de- 
rived from a business. Suppose the 
owner of a business desires to part with 
it, it is saleable for a capital sum, and if 
it happens to be a prosperous business it 
lias a continuing value known as good- 
will which is valued at so many years 
purchase of the profits. Is the income 
derived from a business like that to be 
considered as spontaneous income or the 
reverse ¢ I really do not know how the 
hon. Gentleman proposes to treat it. 
‘The same thing applies to certain pro- 
fessional incomes. Take a medical man 
and his practice. The hon. Member 
argued as though the whole property cop- 
sisted in the man’s brain power and the 
physical activity which enabled him to 
carry on his practice. The practice has 
the same value. If he is unable or un- 
willing to continue he can dispose of it. 


Sm ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): If he lives. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: If 


he dies the practice can be sold, and , 
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some of these practices are very good 
properties. 


Mr. SOARES : One year’s purchase. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Surely the hon. Member does not wish me 
to believe that more than one year’s pur- 
chase is never paid for a practice. 


Mr. SOARES: No, but if the man is 
dead his practice is usually sold for one 
year’s purchase. I can give instances. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Of 
course I have never bought or sold a 
practice of this kind and I do not know 
what is the average number of years 
purchase that is paid, but cases occa- 
sionally come before the Courts which 
would lead one to believe that a great deal 
more than one year’s purchase is some- 
times paid. But it really does not 
much matter whether it is one vear or 
more, the principle remains the same. I 
say it is almost impossible to differentiate 
fairly between incomes according to 
any test of this kind. Mr. Gladstone in a 
familiar speech examined at considerable 
length and with great fertility of illustra- 
tion different income, and 
arrived at the conclusion that there was 
no one except the Fund-holder who ob- 
tained his income without personal ex- 
ertion. 


classes of 


He said— 


landowner must exert himself with 
regard to his land, the householder as to his 
house; the mortgagee must either look out 
himself or pay a lawyer for looking out to 
ascertain the safety of the investment pro- 
posed for his money. I do not believe there 
ig any income which is perfectly and entirely a 
lazy income except the income of the Fund- 


holder.” 

I understand it is what Mr. Gladstone 
called the “lazy” income that the 
hon. Members opposite wish to arrive 


«The 


at. All I can say is that if their invest- 
ments are of such a character that 
they produce equally good incomes 


whether they are able to pay attention 
to them or not, they have been more 
successful with their investments than 
I have. One thing is clear, and that is 
that it would be suicidal for the State 
to differentiate in any way against the 
Fund-holder, the man who has invested 
in the State’s own security. That would 
be one inevitable result of any scheme 
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of differentiation such as has been pro- 
posed. An hon. friend of mine spoke 
of the illustration which I used last year 
of a lady of small means who derived 
her income from a small invested property 
left to her by her father. I contrasted 
that with the large incomes drawn by 
many professional men. Is it really 
suggested that it would be possible or 
fair that a small income of such a nature 
should be taxed at a higher rate than 
the income of a professional man amount- 
ing perhaps to many thousands a year ? 


Sirk GEORGE BARTLEY: But what 
about incomes of the same amount ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
do not see why it should be taxed more 
highly than a professional income of 
the same amount. Certainly the pro- 
fessional man has far larger opportunities 
of increasing his income than has the 
widow or the spinster to whom I alluded. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY: He has 


to insure his life to provide for the future. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: And 
he gets an allowance for the insurance. 
Mr. Gladstone when dealing with this 
question pointed out two means of 
compensation, One is a rather delicate 
matter to treat of, and is for the most 
part an illegitimate compensation, but 
it is idle for us to close our eyes to it 
vhen discussing the subject. He pointed 
out that imcomes of this class were 
in many cases “under returned” and 
escaped full assessment, and that they 
got a certain relief in that wav. 
A friend of mine in a certain town, who 
has had a good deal of experience in these 
matters, told me that he was amazed 
and astonished at the number of incomes 
which were so returned. I think that 
if there be evasion under the present tax, 
2s we all know there is, it is clearly only 
under Schedule D. that that evasion 
dloes or can take place. The other and 
thoroughly legitimate compensation to 
which Mr. Gladstone called attention 
was the compensation made when pro- 
perty passed at death. Since that time 
the taxes on property passing at death 
have been very much increased, and it 
s through the compensatory process 


Mr, Austen Chamberlain, 


{COMMONS} 





and Means. 1464 


thus applied by other taxes that the 
inequalities or injustices of the income- 
tax are to be remedied. 

In considering the justice and equity of a 
tax of this kind we cannot treat it as ifit 
were the solitary tax existing. We must 
look at it as part of a financial system. and 
we must judge of it as part of a whole. 
You cannot within the four corners of the 
tax itself make it in every respect fair 
and reasonable, but some of the injustices 
which would exist if the tax stood by 
itself are fully and amply removed by the 
compensatory effects of other taxes 
imposed in different ways, and falling 
due at different times. In my opinion 
the proposal to differentiate the tax would 
be fatal to its smooth or easy collection 
and fatal to it as a means of producing 
revenue. In 1853 Mr. Gladstone said— 

“To break up the tax is to encourage the 
House of Commons to venture upon a sclieme 
which may look well upon paper, but which 
will end in the destruction of the tax by the 
absurdities and inequalities which it may in- 
volve.” 

Mr. Gladstone went on to say—- 

“Tt is beyond the power of man to 
conduct such an operation as that proposed 
with satisfaction.” 

I entirely agree with the opinion there 
expressed. 


I suppose I must say a_ word 
or two on the subject of graduation as 
apart from differentiation, although I 
do not think that I need at the present 
moment enter into the question at 
any great length. The hon. Member 
thinks he is entitled to know my opinions 
upon this subject. I may say that my 
opinions upon this subject were fully 
expressed last year, upon an ocasion 
when [ think the hon. Member himself 
was present and took part in the debate. 
Therefore, I think it is really more 
curiosity than any actual necessity 
for knowledge that has impelled him 
to put these ‘}uestions. The hon. Member 
thinks that he has provided a practical 
scheme. In my opinion the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn was right when he said 
the only efficient way of collecting a 
graduated income-tax was to collect 
the tax on the higher scale from every- 
body and then pay back to them accord- 
ing to the rate at which they were pro- 
perly chargeable. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite proposed a different proceeding. 











— a 








Ways 


1455 
He proposed that the whole of the' 
machinery for the present collection 
of the tax should be retained in force, 
and that upon the top of that there 
should be superimposed a new machinery 
in order to assess an increased tax upon 
those who becime subject to the higher 
‘ate. To say that we should double the 
cost of collecting the income-tax under 
such a method would be to enormously 
understate the expense of the proposed 
machinery, while it would be impossible 
to exagzerate the irritation and annoy- 
which would be caused. You 
would have to go through the whole 
process which the hon. Member for 
Dublin has stated has already given rise 
to irritation, and when you have harried 
and worried the taxpayer in that way 
you are to come to him and say—“ I think 
you come under the higher rates. We 
have now taxed all your income wherever 
we could at its source, and now we require 
from voua statement of what all your in- 
come is from every source, and we require 
proof that your statement is true. We 
shall look into your books and accounts 
and you must produce your documents.” 
The expense of such machinery and the 
amount of irritation and annoyance 
it would cause it would be quite im- 
possible to exaggerate. And for what 
result ? 


ance 


I presented a calculation last vear 
of which the essential features were 
that I assumed the income-tax to 
be Is., and I assumed also that you 
were going to graduate it to double 
that amount. I presume that you 
would charge a higher rate upon every 
income over £5,000. Tt w.s estimated 
that probably the number of people 
who had incomes exceeding £5,000 a 
vear might be put at 10,000 or 15,000. 
| think you should add to that total 
something to allow for the people who 
would be suspected by the Revenue 
authorities of having that amount, and 
1 place this number at another 15,000. 
Therefore, vou get some 30,000 people 
into whose incomes you will have to have 
an inquiry of the most inquisitorial 
kind and in a form far more distasteful 
and annoying than anything which goes 
on at the present time, because you 
will be not only asking them what is 
their income from one particular source, 
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which you desire to assess, but you will 
be inquiring what is their income from 
every source, information which they 
will be very reluctant to disclose. Hav- 
ing provided your machinery to inquire 
into the circumstances of these 30,00 
taxpayers you will probably assess about 
15,000 of them upon the higher scale. 
I know all this is hypothetical, but I 
will assume that on an average the 
excess above the ordinary Is. tax 
payable by these 15,000 people would 
be 6d. If that were so, and the whole 
of those incomes were brought under 
the charge, it was calculated that perhaps 
you might get £3,000,000 without allow- 
ing anything for the cost of collection. 
But would you be likely to succeed in 
bringing the whole of that income 
within the charge. You would probably 
lose at once £750,000 by the removal 
of that revenue outside your jurisdiction. 
It is calculated by the Inland Revenue’ 
authorities that it would be perfectly 
possible and a legitimate transaction to 
take revenue income out of our jurisdic- 
tion to an extent which would at least 
cost vou £750,000. The Committee 
should remember that upon any income 
removed out of the area of your juris- 
diction you lose not merely the antici- 
pated increase but the whole of the 
existing tax. They reckon that probably 
you would lose another £750,000 through 
being unable to trace or arrive at a full 
assessment. You thus get down to the 
result that under such a system you 
might get a possible maximum of 
£1,500,000, from which you would have 
to deduct the allowance to be made for 
deliberate evasion and for all the in- 
creased cost of collection. To upset 
the whole system of income-tax collection 
and to run the risk of the unpopularity 
which such an inquisitorial examination 
into the affairs of the taxpayers would 
certainly arouse, would be to go counter 
to the experience of the past, which 
shows that the only safe and sure way 
of getting the tax is by collection at 
the source, and to do all this for so smull 
v result would, [ venture to sav, be to 
destroy one of their greatest and most 
potent financial instruments for wholly 
inadequate reasons and wholly in- 
adequate results. 

If it should be the desire of the 
Committee of the House of Commons 
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at any time to place a higher tax 
upon men of large fortune, I hope they 
will find other ways of doing it 
than those which would strike at the 
simplicity and the easy collection of 
the income-tax. The income-tax, as 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton has reminded the 
Committee, was at its inception a most 
unpopular tax, so unpopular that, after 
the close of the Great War, the Govern- 
ment of the day was forced not only to 
give up the tax, but by order of the House 
all the records of the tax collection were 
burned in order that they might never 
refer to them again. I do not suppose 
we shall ever again do without an income- 
tax. but it is of great importance to the 
maintenance of this most serviceable 
financial weapon that its collection shall 
be made as easy and as little annoying 
to the taxpayer as possible. 


Sm ROBERT REID regretted that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
have taken up an irreconcilable attitude 
with to the demand that the 
income-tax should be placed on a some- 
what more just footing. Everybody 
knew that it was unfair. Whether it 
could be altered was another thing. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer suggested 
some compensatory taxes by which 
they should adjust the inequalities in 
the present collection of the income-tax, 
but he did not state what they were. 


regard 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
suggested it had been done by the death 
duties. 


Str ROBERT REID said he should 
most emphatically dissent from the view 
that it had been done by the death duties. 
The right hon. Gentleman had quoted 
Mr. Gladstone as saying that differ- 
entiation impossible. But Mr. 
Gladstone had not disputed that the 
thing as it stood was unjust. The 
man receiving £5,000 a year from in- 
vestments had no effort to make and 
no anxiety about his dependants. His 
sacrifice was nothing like that of the 
man who earned an income of £5,000 
x year; and yet both paid the same 
amount of tax. If they could not alter 
the present system well and good, but 
if it could be altered it ought to be done. 


Was 


Mr. Austen Chamber'ain. 
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He did not say that they could make 
complete equality, but, at any rate, a 
much greater appreximation to fair 
play was possible. As to graduation, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had not 
shown that it was impossible, but that 
one particular scheme was impracticable, 
The right hon. Gentleman forgot, when 
he condemned certain methods as in- 
quisitorial, that they were practised 
alreadv in the tens of thousands ol 
eases in which abatement was cliime |, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There isa great difference between asking 
a man to declare his whole income for 
purposes of abatement, and asking him 
to declare it in order to get more tax out 
of him, 


Sir ROBERT REID ' said 
that he could not see the difference, 


In one case the taxpayer was exer- 
cising a right, and in the other ease 
the State was seeking to exercise 
a right. There might be other diffi- 
culties, but this was a matter for 
investigation. ‘Two or three vears ago, 
when a Committee to inquire into 
the possibility of graduation was asked 
for, the right hon. Member for West 
Bristol encouraged the idea. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.): 
[ said that I thought the proposal im- 
practicable, but that I was ready to 
consider the propriety of inquiring ito 
it. 

Sir ROBERT REID said it was 
unfortunate that, on account of one of 
those convulsions which took place in 
political life, the right hon. Gentleman 
ceased to be Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon afterwards became Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, and while he was not 
quite so favourable to inquiry as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol, there was really not much 
difference between them. It was true 
that there had been another political con- 
vulsion; but the present Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had absolutely refused 
to have any inquiry although the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol thought 
it worthy of consideration,‘ and the 
right hon. Member for Croydon spoke 
of it in a not unsympathetic spirit. 
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Sire GEORGE BARTLEY: But none 
of them did it. 


Stx ROBERT REID said they were 
turned out too fast. He was not quite sure 
of theabsolute fixity oi tenure of the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. The real 
fact was that while his two predecessors 
took the attitude he had fairly described, 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
clenched his fist and said he would not 
do anything at all. With all due de- 
ference to the right hon. Gentleman, he 
thought it an unjust thing that there 
should not be graduation of the income- 
tax, that the man who had £1,000 a year 
should pay the same rate as the man who 
jad £10,009 a year. He would not go 
-he length of saving that graduation was 
practicable. but he contended that there 
should be some inquiry by a competent 
Committee of the House; and if the tax 
continued on its present inequitable 
basis in that respect, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be held responsible 
jor 1t. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said that the Chancellor of the 
Kxchequer had declared that the income 
of a medical man from his practice could 
not be distinguished from the 
income of a landlord from land, because 
the practice could be sold. The right 
hon. Gentleman made two mistakes in con- 
nection with that illustration. In the first 
place the income of a really great medical 
or surgical expert could not be sold. 
Take the case of Sir Frederick Treves ; 
he could not have got one shilling for 
his practice. That practice depended on 
is extraordinary genius and skill, and 
these were not transferable. The only 
kind of medical practice which could be 
sold was one which depended rather on 
the neighbourhood in which a man 
practised than on the personality of the 
medical man. In those cases, he was 
told, one year’s purchase was as much as 
was usually given. But what of other 
professional men? Could the practice of 
a great barrister be sold ? It could not ; 
the practice of a great barrister, like the 
income of other projessional men, was 
bounded by the narrow frontiers of a 
man’s own personality. He was surprised 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should not be able to see the distinction 
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between the income derived from land, 
which could be transmitted from genera- 
tion to generation, and the income which 
was depen lent entirely upon the health of 
the individual. The right hon. Gentleman 
had quoted Mr, Gladstone as an authority 
against the practicability of making a 
distinction in the assessinent of Incomes 
derived trom property and from personal 
exertions; but it should be remembered 
that Mr. Gladstone never denied that th» 
profession tl man had a grievance, he only 
was doubtful as to the means of removins 
it. He put it to the Chancellor of the 
Kxcheqver; could anybody lay it down 
that a barrister. a doctor, or a member 
of his own profession, a journalist, was 
exactly in the same position as to equ iltty 
of sacrifice as a man who had £3,000 or 
£4,000 a year derived from land. A 
professional man, alter he was fiftv vears 
ot age, had between him and the 
fortunes of his wife and _ children, 
nothing but his health; and they all 
knew whit an uncertain thing health 
was, especially to a hard - working 
professional man. But in the case of a 
man with property in land, whether he 
lived or died the lanl was there for his 
wife and family, It was to be regrette | 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
held out no hope in this matter 
and had taken up a far more irre- 
concilable attitude than that taken 
up by the right hon. Gentlemen the 
Members for West Bristol and Croydon. 


That the income-tax in its incidence 
was inequitable was proved by the fact 
that a race of experts had arisen for the 
purpose of advising people as to how their 
income-tax could be reduced. He had 
been astonished to find that a friend of 
his own with a large income had been 
able to get off the payment of income- 
tux. He discovered the reason. His 
triend had a friend who was an expert 
in evading the income-tax, and was so 
far a professional man in that respect 
that he got very handsome commissions 
from his friends on the amount of the tax 
which they were able to escape on his 
advice. He did not say that these 
gentlemen evaded the income-tax un- 
fairly, but they were able to take ad- 
vantage of the intricacies of the com- 
plicated income-tax law. He might 
say that the expert he referred to was a 
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countryman of his hon. and _ learned 
friend who had just spoken, and that 
his snemperinn was not above the keei 
intelligence of a Scotchman. So complex 
a question was the income-tax that it 
needed a trained mind to say how much 
one ought to pay and how — might 
justly be evaded. He would urge upon 
the Committee that the time had come 
for an inquiry as to whether the prin- 
ciples laid down by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and many others betore 
him were sound—that the difference 
between professional and Ianded or 
funded incomes, which they all agreed 
caused an inequality, could not be carried 
out in practice. He thought the mght 


hon. Gentleman might very well appoint 
a Committee to investigate that matter. 

Me. WHITLEY (Halifax) © said 
before the Motion was put he 
would like to reply to Questions 
put by his hon. friend the Member for 


Edinburgh with reference io the Return 
issued that day, giving the percentage 


of collections up to February 28th 
last. It contained most interesting 


figures, and he had no doubt the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would be able 
to supplement those figure by later 
information. That Return showed that 
the result of the ‘‘hustling,” as it had been 
commonly called, during the early months 
of the vear had not been, up to February 
28th, effective as of them 
imagined. He was surprised at the 
smallness of the figures of the increased 
collection, and he imagined that a greater 
result would be shown for the month of 
March than any other month. The 
effect of the increased pressure had 
naturally been greater in England than in 
Scotland, because there was more leeway 
to make up, but in Ireland, with the 
greatest leeway of all to make up, there 
had been less. In England there had 
been an advance of 7 per cent., in Scot- 
land of 2 per cent., bar in treland an 
advance of 4 per cent. He could only 
make those figures work out at £350,000 
received up to the 28th February, and 
he presumed that the balance of the 
increase estimated by the Chancellor 


so some 


of the Exchequer at £800,000 must 
have come in the month of March. He 


would be much obliged if the right hon. 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 
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Gentleman would indicate to the Com- 
mittee what the later figures were. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Return will be ‘pressed forward as rapidly 
as possible, but there was not time to 
take out the figures up to March 31st, 
and I have not got them. I have given 
the House the best infermation I could 
on the subject. Let me just say a word 
with regard to the earlier payments of 
the months of January and February 
in England and Wales this vear. It was 
not the intention of the regulations 
to make anv change so far as the Inla 
Yevenue is concerned towards the great 
bulk of the taxpayers, who are alwavs 
accustomed to pay their taxes withi: 
a reasonable time of the date on whic! 
they fall due. The principal change 
was the issuing of the first notice by 
instead of by hand. The result ci 
issuing it by post was that everybody 
should get it, practically, before January 
21st. Under the old system, whei 
it was delivered personally, 


hew 


post 


the 
paver was not often informed of the tax 
he was to pay until some weeks after, 
and in some cases actually more than a 
month after, the date on which the pay- 
ment became due. That led to great in- 
equality, not only between diiferent parts 
the United Kingdom, between 
dierent districts of the country, and ev 
between different individuals of the san 
district. It was often the case that 
individual im one street was served with 
even the second or third before 
his neighbour in the next street had 
received the first application. In ordet 
to make the nore regular and 
equal this chan in the method of 
issuing the notice was made. The fact 
that the first notice was formerly very 
often unduly delaved caused a_ large 
number of the people not to receive 
their notice until long after 
January 2st. Under these — eir- 
cumstances [ think the issue of the 
second notice now is quite unnecessary. 
It has given rise to a great deal of annoy- 
ance, but I hope that in future years 


of but 


notice 


eee ess 


second 


the procedure will not occasion any 
annoyance The 
people I did wish to expedite were those 
who without any good reason delayed 
their payments until an unreasonably 


to regular taxpayers. 
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late period. I had cases before me 
of companies who had deducted from 
the dividends of their shareholders the 
amount of the tax and kept it in their 
own pockets for months beiore they paid 
it over to the Revenue. I have had 
cases of rich men, with incomes of several 
thousands a year, who thought they 
were not called upon to discharge a 
tix payable on January Ist until June, 
July, or August, for no better reason 
than that owing to the laxity of the 
collector, or the imperfections of our 
machinery, they have managed to evade 
payment till that date in previous years. 
If the taxpayers take that attitude, 
then there is very little to be said against 
bringing pressure to bear upon them to 
make them pay in March, in the vear 
when the payment is due. It is in that 
way that we secured the increase which 
| have placed at about £800,000. I 
cannot, of course, be certain whether 
that is a correct estimate, but perhaps 
the Committee will accept it as the most 
aceurate information that can be given 
at the present time. 


My 


Mr. McCRAE said he would like to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman what 


means he intended to take in order that 
England, like Scotland, might be able to 
pay YS per cent. of the income-tax by 
the end of February. England, notwith- 
standing the so-called “‘ hustling,” only 
paid 62 per cent. of the tax by the end 
of February whilst, owing to more 
rigorous treatment Scotland had paid 
v2 per cent. It was onlv fair that 
equality of treatment should be meted | 
out to both coountries. 


i 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that the different portions of the United 
Kingdom were as far as possible placed 
on the same footing. The dates when 
the process of collection began were the 
same, but there were differences in the 
northern part of the United Kingdom 
affected the collection of taxes 
and made absolute equality impossible. 


which 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, that Income Tax shall be 
charged for the year beginning the sixth 
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day of April, nineteen hundred and five, 
at the rate of one shilling in the pound. 


and Means. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


WAYS. AND MEANS [10TH APRIL. } 


tesolutions reported. 


EXCHEQUER BONDS. 
“That for the purpose of paying off 
anv Exchequer Bonds issued under 
Supplemental War Loan Acts of 1900, 
any sums not exceeding ten million 
pounds be raised by the issue of Ex- 
chequer Bonds to be current. subject 
to the provisions for the redemption of 
the total issue, for a period of ten years, 
and that in each year of that period 
one-tenth art of the total issue of the 
new Bonds be drawn for repayment 
and redeemed by the application for the 
purpose of the requisite part of the new 
sinking fund, and that the permanent 
annual charge the National Debt 
be increased so as to be twenty-eight 
million pounds. 


ior 


“That any expenses incurred in con- 
nection with raising or paying off any 
such sums, and the principle of and 
interest on any such sums, be charged 
on the Consolidated Fund, and, as to the 
interest, be paid as part of the perma- 
nent annual for the National 
Debt.” 


charge 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CUs- 
TOMS DUTIES ON TOBAC SO, BEER, 
AND SPIRITS. 

“That the additional Customs duties 
on tobacco, beer, and spirits imposed 
by Sections two, three, four, and five of 
the Finance Act, 1900 (including any 
increased duties imposed by Section 
five of that Act), shall continue to be 
charged until the first day of July, 
nineteen hundred and six.” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EX. 
CISE DUTIES ON BEER AND SPIRITS. 
“That the 


additional Excise duties 


/on beer and spirits imposed by Sections 


six and seven of the Finance Act, 1908), 
shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of July, nineteen hundred and 


Sx.” 
t 
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AMENDMENT OF LAW. 
That it is expedient to amend the law 


relating to the National Debt, Customs, 
and Inland Revenue.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN ex- 
pressed the hope that the House would 
consent to allow the Report of this 
Resolution. His proposal with regard 
to the Unfunded Debt and increasing 
the Sinking Fund had met.with universal 
approval—— 


Mr. WHITLEY : But not the method. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 


that at any rate general approval had 
been expressed, and as there would be a 
further opportunity of discussing the 
matter he hoped the House would concur 
in the action of the Committee. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON under- 
stood that it had been agreed not to take 
any further proceedings with regard to 
the Budget proposals until after Easter, 
and he thought that arrangement should 
be adhered to. In any case, before 
this Resolution was proceeded with, 
Members ought to be in possession of 
the annual statement on the National 
Debt and the Blue-book on the Finance 
Accounts, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that if objection was taken he would 
not press the Resolution. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) said that while both 
sides were agreed as to the desirability 
of paying off the National Debt, many 
Members objected to the form of this 
Resolution, which tied up the exact 
method by which the Debt should be 
paid in future years. He therefore felt 
bound to protest against the Resolu- 
tions being taken that night. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
although he had that very day, as he 
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every Government of which he was not 
a member, he infinitely preferred that 
and thought it far more creditable, than 
to be the destroyer of every Government 
of which one wasa Member. Yet he had 
not adversely criticised the proposal 
embodied in this Resolution. He be- 
lieved it to be a perfectly sound and 
good proposal, and he was sorry hon. 
Members opposite would not allow the 
Report stage to be taken that night. 
There were two questions he desired 
to ask with regard to this issue of new 
Treasury Bonds. Were they to be 3 per 
cent. Treasury Bonds, as was usual, or 
were they to be a new form eutirely 
both as regards interest and as regards 
the gambling element of drawing? And 
when the issue was made, would interest 
have to be paid on these bonds as 
well as on and during the continuance 
of the Unfunded Debt which they were 
to replace ? 


Mr. WHITLEY said the points raised 
by the hon. Member for King’s Lynn 
were the very questions which made it 
impossible to allow this Resolution to be 
taken without debate. On Monday the 
terms of the Resolution were not on the 
Paper, and in consequence could not be 
properly discussed. Several important 
questions arose as to the nature of the 
security to be issued, whether it would 
be issued at par or at a discount, how 
the bonds were to be used in the nine 
months during which there would be a 
double currency, and so forth, which it 
was impossible to discuss in the remaining 
few minutes of the sitting. He was glad 
therefore, that the right hon. Gentleman 
had agreed not to press the Resolution. 


Mr. McCRAE hoped the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would not think the 
Oppesition discourteous in opposing the 
taking of the Resolution that night. Ac- 
cording to the Budget speech he under- 
stood the National Debt was increased 
by £2,000,000, and that although the 
proposed sinking fund, including the 
£1,000,000, amounted to £10,090,000 a 
year, the new indebtedness for the 
current vear would be £5,00},000, so that 
the sinking fund was only £1,000,009. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN dis- 
sented. 
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Mr. McCRAE said that as the right | 
hon. Gentleman had exhausted his right 
to speak he would move the adjournment 
of the debate. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 


(Mr. McCrae.) 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | 
that with regard to the Question put to | 
him by the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn as to what was to be done with 
regard to those bonds a full Answer | 
would be found in his Budget Statement. | 
With reference to the terms of the issue 
they were possibly available to the 
public at this moment but at any rate 
they would be available in the morning | 
and then the hon. Member would get 
the information he required. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Further Consideration of Subsequent 
Resolutions deferred till ’o-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


GREAT NORTHERN (IRELAND) AND 
MIDLAND RAILWAYS BILL [By Orper}. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
am fully aware that in moving the 
instruction which stands in my name I 
aim taking a course which is somewhat | 
unusual. But I think I shall be able to 
show to the House that the circumstances 
of this case are peculiar, and justify a 
departure from the ordinary methods of 
procedure in regard to Private Bills. It 
cannot be denied that the question at 
issue in this instance ought properly to 
be investigated by a Committee of this 
House. Points of detail are involved 
which cannot be placed before the House, | 
upon a Motion like this, with so much 
facility as it is possible to do in 
Committee. It is, for that reason, very 
unfortunate that the Portadown Urban 
District Council, for whom Iam acting in | 
this matter, were not allowed to lay 
their case before the Committee in the 
ordinary way. They petitioned to be 
heard in opposition to the Great Northern | 


VOL. CXLIV. [Fourrs Sextes.] 


| proposals. 
‘drawn to the 
| December, they found that in Clause 53 
| the 


| way over them. 
‘council was then pending, and the matter 
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and Midland Railways Bill, by which they 
considered the interests of their district 
to be prejudicially affected;;but the 
petition was not lodged at the proper 
date, and the Committee on Standing 
Orders having refused to waive the 
Standing Order, they are unable to go 


| before the Committee and state their 


case by counsel. I believe, Sir, that the 
Portadown Council are deserving of some 
sympathy in this respect, because I 
understand the failure to comply with the 


| Standing Orders of this House was not 


due to any fault of their own, [ am 
informed that they did not receive a 
notice the Bill of the railway 
company in the ordinary way because 
they were not the occupiers of any 
lands affected by the railway company’s 
When their attention was 
Bill at the end of last 


of 


railway company were taking 
powers to close two level crossings in the 
town and to extinguish all rights of 
An election of the 


was left to be dealt with by the new 
council. The first meeting of the new 
council was held in February, and it was 
then decided to oppose Clause 35 of the 
Railway Bill, unless the company would 
bind themselves to construct bridges to 
carry the public roads over the railway. 
The solicitor to the district council was 
then advised by a senior member of the 
Bar, who was consulted, that a petition 
against the Bill could be lodged at any 
time within ten days after the First Read- 
ing of the Bill. That was an error, the 
latest date for depositing petitions being 
February 12th. It is owing to this mis- 
take, for which the district council were 
clearly not accountable, that they have 
been prevented {from resisting what they 
regard as an act of aggression on the 
part of the railway company, before a 
Committee of this House. 


That, Sir, is my explanation why I am 


/asking the House now to consider this 


[ 


matter, and to pass this instruction. 


| will ask the House to remember th «t this 


is a dispute between a great railway 


/company and the representatives of the 


public over a question of the mainten- 

ance of certain rights of w1y which are 

of great importance to the people ot 
35 
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Portadown. The section of the Great 
Northern and Midland Railways Bill 
which I propose to omit, authorises the 
promoters, as I have already pointed 
out, to stop up two level crossings within 
the urban district of Portadown. Porta- 
down is an important town in the county 
of Armegh, in the constituency of my 
right hen. friend the Member for North 
Armagh, who, unfortunately, is out of 
England, and therefore unable to support 
the people of Portadown in this endeavour 
to uphold their rights. The Great 
Northern Railway line passes through 
the town of Portadown, and the two 
level crossings which are proposed to be 
closed by this Bill, are important means 
of communication between certain resi- 
dential districts and the centre and busi- 
ness part of the town, The principal 
crossing of the two is known as Shillin- 
ton Street crossing. This crossing 
adjoins the public market and fair green, 
and when the council many years ago 
acquired this property and opened up 


the markets, they widened th: thorough- | 


{sre which leads straight from the 
centre of the town through the markets 
ind across the railway by the level 
crossing, giving access to a district which 
is Leing rapidly covered with houses to 
meet the growing needs of the population. 


A considerable suburb is, in fact, growing | 


up in this neighbourhood, and if this 


crossing is closed without a bridge being | 


built in place of it, the residents will be 
seriously inconvenienced and the 
velopment of this portion of Porta- 
down will be greatly restricted. 
the Shillington Street crossing were 


closcd, the people living in this new | 


district would be compelled to make a 
wide detour to the north or the south 
in order to reach the business part of the 
town, This would be a great hardship, 
particularly to working men in passing to 
and from their work; and I cannot help 


thinking that I shall have the sympathy | 


of the House on behalf of these people, to 
whom time is a matter of great import- 
ance. 


I understand, Sir, that the railway 
company contend that the Shillington 
Street crossing was at the time of the con- 
struction of the railway simply a private 
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I am informed, however, that this is not 
the case. There is a public right of way, 
which has existed from time imme- 
morial, along Shillington Street, and 
through a lane and footpath into the 
public road on the west side of the rail- 
way. There are inhabitants in the town 
who will prove it to have been open for 
|seventy years. The crossing was con- 
structed for the purpose of preserving 
this right of way, and if it is now closed 
without a bridge being constructed a 
most imporiant artery will be stopped. 
The second crossing, which is known 
as McFadden’s crossing, is very largely 
used by factory workers, several hundreds 
of whom pass over it four times daily; 
and if they were compelled to go round 
another way it would involve a very 
considerable loss of time to them. I 
observe that the promoters of the Bill 
{point out that the owners of factories 
| lying to the west of the railway will be 
| compensated for any inconvenience which 
| they may suffer by the closing of this 

crossing. But, Sir, I am concerned for 

the workpeople, who would be seriously 

inconvenienced if the most direct means 

of access to their work were stopped. 

[f the Railway Company find it de- 

sirable in their interests to close these two 
crossings they ought to construct bridges 
over their line for the accommodation of 
the public. I should like to point out 
that the directors of the railway company 
declined to discuss this question of bridges 
with a deputation from the district 
council. The Portadown Council were, 
therefore, compelled to take measures to 
oppose the Bill, and this course has been 
unanimously approved by the people 
whom they represent. This Motion is 
not moved with any desire to hamper the 
operations of the railway company. The 
clause may be easily omitted without 

injury to the rest of the projects con- 
_tained in the Bill, and time and oppor- 
tunity would thus be given to the railway 
company and the district council to 
arrive at an arrangement by which 
‘important public interests would be pre- 
served. I submit, Sir, that there is nothing 
| unreasonable in the request of the Porta- 
| down Council, and I venture to ask the 
| House to give me its support in behalf of 
| the people of Portadown, whose interests 





ferm road which terminated in a field, | are threatened by the action of the 
remote from any public or private road. | railway company in this instance, 


Mr, Lonsdale. 
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Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) said that | 


if the railway company concerned in | 
this Bill had been willing to meet 
in all frankness and fairness the repre- 
sentatives of the Portadown Urban | 
District Council there would have been 
10 case for the Notice which appeared 
upon the Paper that evening. All that 
was desired was to safeguard rights of 
way which had been in existence for 
seventy years. When they took into 
consideration the fact that the employees 
in one of the factories who used one of 
these rights of way four times a day 
would have to make a detour which 
would take a quarter of an hour, and 
thus be robbed of the limited time they 
had for their meals; and when they 
took into consideration all the other 
inconveniences and hardships that arose 
irom closing up these rights of way 
it was not unreasonable, surely, for them 
to appeal to the House of Commons 
to safeguard the rights of the people. 
Another reason why they urged on the 
House the necessity of having this clause 
deleted was the fact that if the Bill was 
passed as now worded there would be 
1.0 possibility of remedying this injustice, 
but the railway company could in future 
years insert this clause in their Bills 
and then the Urban District Council of 
Portadown would have an opportunity 
of appearing before a Committee of the 
House and presenting a petition. He 
usked the House not only to sympatheti- 
cally listen to the remarks in favour 

removal of the clause but to 


of the 
give them their practical support, and 
sv safeguard the people from an injustice 
which otherwise would be_inflicted on 
them. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to omit Clause 33 of the Bill.’— 
(Mr. Lonsdale.) 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, §.), 
in putting before the House the case 
for the promoters of the Bill, said that 
the local authority had taken a very 
unusual course in having such a Motion 
brought forward in the House, and he_ 
trusted that the House would show their 
disapprobation of it by their vote. 
The reason why he asked the House to. 
vote against the Motion was shortly this: | 
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that the House was not the proper place 
for the difficult questions which were 
involved in Clauses 31 and 33 to be 


| decided, but they were essentially ques- 


tious which could only be decided by 
a Committee. His hon. friend on behalf 
of the Portadown people said that they 
had been deprived of their right of 
appearing before the Committee, but 
he wished to point out that though they 
had undoubtedly been deprived of the 
privilege of appearing before the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, they 
would have the right to appear before 
the Committee of the House of Lords 
before which the Bill must go. The 
expense they would be put to in appearing 
before the House of Lords Committee 
would be no greater than would have 
been entailed in appearing before the 
Committee of the House of Commons. 
He asked the House to reject the Motion 
on the ground that the House of Commons 
was essentially unfitted, where questions 
of law and intricate questions of fact 
were concerned. to give a proper decision. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
they had witnessed one of the most 
remarkable comedies ever witnessed in 
that House. They had arrived breath- 
lessly in order to hear the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Rochester on the subject 
of Home Rule, but they were treated 
instead to an arranged performance of 
the loyal Ulster Party. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said the Motion 
and the date of the discussion on the 
Private Bill were put down by the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means before the 
Home Rule Motion was thought of. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that was not 
the case. Even if it was it only made 
the matter worse. 


Mr. LONSDALE asked what au- 
thority the hon. Member had for making 
that statement ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had uttered 
two sentences and had been twice in- 
terrupted. The hon. Members, however 
loyal they might be, might allow him 
to develop his argument. Nationalist 


Members came down to the House to hear 
the impeachment, as it were, of the right 
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hon. Member for Stirling Burghs at the 
hands of the hon. Gentleman for Roch- 
ester, but what were they treated to 
instead? By an arranged and concerted 
device of the loyal Orange Party, two 
of whom supported the instruction and 
one opposed it, there was an endeavour 
to prevent the Home Rule Motion being 
discussed. Was this mere runaway 
tactics ? 


Mr. LONSDALE: Divide, divide ! 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether 
there was no other night in all the year 
to discuss this level crossing at Porta- 
down but that night when the hon. 
Member for Rochester had put down his 
arraignment of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition. The hon. 
Gentleman who moved the instruction 
was the secretary, the Chief Whip, and 
treasurer of the loyal Ulster Party, the 
Member who seconded was the Grand 
Master of that great institution, And 
what was the subject that they chose 
to discuss ? Portadown was the most 
Orange town in Ireland. When a 
person passed the railway station there 
he was in the position of a kind of 
Mohammedan Hadji bound to kiss the 
carpet. But when the fortunes of their 
country were in the balance, when the 
great question of the dismemberment 
of the Empire was to be under discussion, 
these loyal Ulster Gentlemen occupied 
the time of the House in the interests of 
a level crossing at Portadown. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) : Is 
the hon. Member in order in wasting 
the time of the House in this way ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have not felt 
called upon to interfere, but I hope the 
hon. Member will not be long. 


Mr. HEALY said that but for the 
fact that he had been interrupted three 
times he would have been done long ago. 
He asked the House what reality there 
was in all the Motions which had been 
placed on the Notice Paper for a time 
when the Empirehad been invited to watch 
the development of the question of Home 
Rule. The Party opposite had balloted 


fourteen Tuesdays in succession, and at 
last fortune had gilded the eagles of 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Rochester. He rose for the purpose of ex- 
pressing his sympathy with the hon. 
Member for Rochester, who was sitting 
on the back bench seeing his va'uable 
time devoured by the Ulster wolves. 


Mr. SPEAKER: In the speech of the 
hon. Member there is too much on the 
question that is to follow and too little 
on the question now before the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he appreciated 
that ruling to the full. He would only ex- 
press the regret he felt at the delay in the 
introduction of the important business 
which the House had met to consider, 
through the ill-considered action of the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. He moved 
the adjournment of the debate in order 
that the hon. Member for Rochester might 
be able to proceed with the Motion he 
had on the Paper. It was unseemly 
that time should be wasted even by the 
Ulster Orange Party on the trivialities 
which had been brought forward. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘ That 
the debate be now adjourned ;”—(Mr. 
T. M. Healy,)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday 
next. 


HOME RULE. 

Mr. TUFF (Rochester) rose to call 
attention to the speeches of certain 
Members of the Opposition on the ques- 
tion of Home Rule for Ireland, and to 
move a Resolution. He said : In moving 
the Resolution that stands in my name 
I feel quite certain that the House will 
give me some indulgence in making what 
is almost my maiden speech. I appreci- 
ate the fact that I have undertaken to 
speak on a subject which is of the greatest 
possible importance, and in which the 
keenest interest is taken by Parties in 
this House and also outside. I am aware 
that the great question of Home Rule 
for Ireland has been debated in this 
House for twenty years or more, and 
it would be presumption on my part to 
attempt to obtrude my personal views 
on the subject. I have been at some 
pains to discover what the present views 
of prominent Members on the Opposition 
side are with regard to Home Rule, 
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and in accordance with my Notice I| for the Stirling Burghs. In the House 
will submit them for your consideration. of Commons, 4th May, 1904, the right 


Home 











Lord Rosebery, speaking at Epsom on 
18th March, 1905, said— 


“ An independent Parliament in Dublin and 
the Parliament that exists in London do, in 
their stricte-t sense, represent my idea of 
duality. If Mr. Redmond is in favour of 
that, I venture to tell him explicitly that he 
has yet to win over, not merely the majority, 
but the great mass of the nation that inhabits 
Great Britain, to his views.” 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Montrose, speaking at Manchester 
on 13th May, 1904, said— 


“Whether they had that, or 


: a settlement 
which had been called by the name 


administrative Home Rule, in either case he 


thought, and heped, he was not wrong in | 


saying for that great assembly, representing 
so mach, that when the Liberal Party was 
asked to unsay all it had been saying with 
such vehemence, fortitude, steadfastness, and 
constancy for all these years—to unsay all 
these things was what would not be, what 
could not be, and what ought not to be.” 


Lord Rosebery, speaking in the City 
of London on 9th March, 1905, said— 


“You may do much for [reland, you may do | 


her inestimable good by proceeding on grounds 
of administrative reform, but there is one 
thing to which no statesman will ever expose 
his country, and that is the curse of dual 
yvovernment at the heart of the Empire. 
What are the results of dualism—a_ vul- 
ture gnawing at the very vitals of the Empire, 
and we, at any rate, may be forgiven who will 
not expose our Imperial heritage and our [m- 
perial future to any such danger.” 


The hon. and learned Member for Water- | 
ford, speaking at Derry on December 2nd, | 


1904, said— 


“They (the Nationlists) had forced one 
sreat English Party to accept the doctrine of 


Home Rule, and to-day Home Rule was a | 


living issue at every election in England, 
Scotland, and Wales; and in many of these 
elections Home Rule would be the dominant 
factor in the decision come to.” 


of | 


| hon. Gentleman said— 


| _ The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
| North Armagh who had just sat down had 
| referred to a matter which was rather beyond 
| their scope that night—namely, the question 
| of the self-government of Ireland. That, of 
course, was the remedy which they (the Radi- 
cals) would apply.” 
Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Did I say “ Radi- 
cals” ? That is your word, not mine. 


Mr. TUFF: I would not dare to put 
'any word of mine into the mouth of the 
right hon. Gentleman. [Cries of “ With- 
| draw.”] Ido not withdraw, I substanti- 

I stand by the words I have 
[Cries of “* Quote.” } 


| ate it. 
read. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I understand the hon. 
Gentleman is reading a report of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s speech. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ interrupted the hon. Gentleman—for 
which I apologise—because, while profess- 
ing to quote my words, he stated that 
[ said something about the remedy 
which the Radicals would apply. I do 
not think that I ever in this House spoke 
of myself as the Leader of the Radical 
Party. 


Mr. TUFF: This is almost my first 
occasion to receive a compliment from 
the right hon. Gentleman, and I only 
/hope that I am entitled to it. I am 
sorry that the leaders of the Opposition 
have not turned up in greater force this 
I should like to tell the House 


| evening. 

|what the right hon. Gentleman the 

| Member for Berwick said. Speaking 

'at Northallerton on March 15th, 1905, 
‘| he said— 

| “Tf the Liberal Party had not a good 


Now we will turn to the hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for East Fife, 
who, I am sorry is not in his place. In 


a manifesto written to the Chairman 


of the Kast Fife Liberal Association, Ist | 


March, 1902, he said— 


“Tf we are honest we must ask ourselves 
this practical question : ‘Is it to be part of the 


policy and programme of our Party that, if | 


returned to power, it will introduce into the 
House of Commons a Bill for Irish Home 
Rule?’ The answer, in my judgment, is ‘No.’ ” 

Now, after deep consideration and with 
the greatest possible respect, [ turn to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


majority without the Irish Party, his opinion 
was that they had better not take office 
at all.” 

Now let us see what the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford has to say. 
Speaking at a banquet held in London 
/on March 16th, 1905, he said— 

“He did not himself think that Lord Rose- 
| bery’s speech was likely to intimidate the 
| Liberal Party, but if it did then so much the 
| worse for the Liberal Party. [Cheers.] The 





| position of the Irish Party was perfectly clear. 
| They would support and keep in office in the 

next Parliament no Liberal Party, no Liberal 
| Government, which took the Rosebery view 
\ 
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of Home Rule for Ireland. [Great cheering. ] 
And in a spirit of the most complete friendli- 
ness to the Liberal Party he gave them this 
word of warning, that even if they succeeded 
in the coming election in returning to the 
House of Commons with a majority which 
was nominally independent of Irish votes— 
a thing that he thought a good many were 
anxious for, but which he did not himself 
believe would take place -that even if they 
returned in that position to the House of 
Commons they would find the government of 
Ireland a sheer impossibility.” 

We have now to go back to the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Member 
for East Fife. Speaking at Ladybank, 
September 28th, 1901, he said— 

“ For my own part, I believe-as strongly as 
ever I did in the two governing principles, 
namely, the necessity of maintaining the 
universal, absolute, and unimpaired supremacy 
of the Imperial Parliament.” 

Now we go back again to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Stirling 
Burghs. I have been most careful in 
my references, and if I am wrong the 
mistake can be quickly discovered. 
Speaking in the House of Commons on 
February 21st, 1905, the right hon. 
Gentleman said— 

“Those who, like myself, have supported 
and still continue to support a policy of 
thorough and fundamental alteratioa in the 
whole system of [rish Government.” 


Home 


I hope hon. Members will follow me, 
and notice that I have given a few mild 
extracts along with some of heavier 
weight. Lord Rosebery, speaking in 
the City of London, March 9th, 1905, 
said— 

“Tt is not possible for any Government, 
however potent it may deem itself, to bring in 
any measure for establishing a Parliament, 
however subordinate, in Dublin, without first 
having made it a matter of special appeal to 
the country.” 


The noble Lord the Leader of the 


Opposition in another place, speaking at ‘ 


Wandsworth, 8th March, 1905, said— 

“That unless they gave more self-govern- 
ment to Treland, the state of the country 
would be as bad in the future as it had been in 
the past.” 

There is another Member of the Liberal 
Party, who, though not a leader at the 
moment, is, we are given to understand, 
going tobeone. Lam sorry that he is not 
in his place. I refer to the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon. Speaking at Carnarvon 
on October 18th, 1904, he said ~ 

“He avreed with the chairman (Mr. J. E. 
Graves) that there was uo hope of reintro- 


Mr. Tuff. 
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ducing such a Home Rule Bill as that of 1886 
or 1893. The qaestion must be faced as a 
matter of business. They must have an effec- 
tive Parliament for the whole country, and 
they could not have Home Rule for any one 
section without granting it to all. Legislation 
under existing conditions was impo-sible.” 


The hon. and learned Member for 
Dumfries Burghs, speaking in the House 
of Commons, February 3rd, 1904, said-—— 


“Tt was quite unnecessary to enter on an 
argument in favour of this policy of Home 
Rule, or upon any question of machinery, or 
how such a policy was to be carried out. It 
Was a question of principle. The policy was 
brought forward, not as a matter of plain 
expediency, but as a matter of sacred duty.” 


Another of the accepted and accredited 
leaders of the Liberal Party of the future 
who is absent—[An Hon. Memper: Co 
on.] I will ask the hon. Gentleman who 
interrupted me if he is making the speech, 
or if I am. The junior Member for 
Oldham, speaking at Sheffield on March 
31st, 1905, said— 

“Tt was all nonsense to pretend that the 
Irish question presented an insuperable obstacle 
to their agreement. Of course Mr. Morley 
was a Gladstonian Home Ruler; Lord Rose- 
bery was opposed to Home Rule; but there 
was no _— of a Home Rule Bill being 
brought forward in the next Parliament. It 
was a physical impossibility.” 


“The hon. and learned Member {or 
Waterford is so deeply interested in this 
question that I must be excused if I men- 
tion him alittle too often. I will not men- 
tion one of his English speeches at the 
moment I will tell the House what he said 
in America, Speaking at the Conven- 
tion in America on August 31st, 1904, he 
said— 

“ T have come here to say to you that in our 
deliberate judgment all the efforts of the [rish 
race ought now to be concentrated on a deter- 
mined advance towards the road to Home Rule. 
Home Rule is our platform to-day. National 
self-government, and that alone, is the plank 
on which we stand. 

“JT believe that it would be just as possible 
for lreland to have a prosperous and free separ- 
ate existence asa nation as Holland,or Belgium, 
or Switzerland, or other small nationalities 


Now we will go back again to Lord 
Rosebery. Speaking in London on June 
10th, 1994, he said— 


“There is one further staumbling-bloek in the 
way of some of our friends, and some who 
would be our friends if this stumbling-bloeck 
were removed. [t is the stumbling-block of 
Irish Home Rule, by which we understand the 
But 























86 


id 
1e 
yn 














1489 Home 


I am perfectly certain, as certain as that I am 
standing here, that ‘there is no possibility 
whatever of the next Liberal Government 
establishing, or attempting to establish, a 
Parliament in Dublin.” 

What does the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Member for Waterford say to 
that? On October 23rd, 1901, he said— 

“Rather than be held by force, as we are 
to-day, under the British Empire, we would 
prefer to be linked with the meanest free 
country on the face of the earth.” 


[An Hon. Memper : 

I havea few more here, and [ intend to 
read them before I sit down. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Leeds, in a letter sent from the Liberal 
Central Association, Parliament Street, 
London, 8.W., writes— 


Next please.] 


“So far as I am concerned, I ama Home 
Ruler, but as [ have frequently said to my con- 
stituents, the Nationalist Party has accepted, 
at any rate for the present, the alternative 
policy of the Conservative Party, and it is 
essential that we should see what result that 
policy is likely to have on I[rish opinion and 
what are to be its further developments.” 


We will see what the hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for Waterford 
has to say to that. In the House of 
Commons, on February 3rd, 1904, he 


suid— 


“Now I repeat that for us there is no such 
thing as an alternative policy to Home Rule. 
If your vovernment in Ireland were as good as 
it is notoriously and admittedly bad, we would 
he still Home Rulers. Our position is that we 
assert we have the right to rule ourselves. 
Our position is perfectly plain. We are a 
Party of independent opposition. We are in 
opposition to every Government that does not 
accede to our demand for legislative freedom. 
For myself, [ have sat in opposition in this 
House for twenty-three years. I have taken 
part in the overthrow by Irish votes of Con- 
servative Governments and of Liberal Govern- 
ments. I[ know not, of course, what the future 
may have in store for us, but [ have a pretty 
clear conception of what our duty is. In my 
judgment, it is our duty to offer a vigorous and 
active opposition to the Government unless 
they show that they have made some app sreciable 
advance on the road to Home Rule.” 


Mr. A. Birrell, K.C., President: of the 
National Liberal Federation, speaking 
at Oxford on June LIth, 1004, said — 


“The Liberals were supposed to be at 
loggerheads about Ireland. It was utterly 
out of the question in the coming Parliament 
to stand up by the Treasury Bench and intro- 
duce either of Mr. Gladstone’s great Home 
Rule measures. No such measure, by whom- 
soever introduced, could possibly pass, and, 
therefore, to hold it up as a thing whieh was 
to aflect people's votes was ridiculous ; it was 
a bogey, a bugbear.” 


_his maiden speech. 
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The noble Lord the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition in another place, writing in March 
last on the Liberal policy, said— 

“At home, also, local government needs 
development, and the powers of local bodies 
are susceptible of judicious extension. Nor 
can we in this connection ever forget Ireland. 
Liberals will always be ready at the proper 
moment to extend the application of the 
principle of self-government in that country, 
whose sufferings from misgovernment have so 
often been a danger to the State.” 

The right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Member for East Fife, speaking at 
Canterbury on March 31st, 1905, said— 

“That Mr. Tuff's Motion was iatended to 
make mischief between the Liberal Party and 
the Trish Party. Surely this would not be 
possible, when we remember the close 
alliance there is between them, and how much 
the Liberal Party rely upon the Irish represen- 
tatives to bring about the downfall of the 
Government.” 

Hon. Members saw in the all-night 
sitting of last week what happy and 
united friends they are. The right hon. 
Gentleman also suggested that it was my 
intention to make mischief between the 
Liberals themselves, There is not much 
fear of that, especially as it seems to be 
quite understood that all the important 
offices of the State are to be triplicated 
in order that there may be room for a 
good proportion of- Liberal aspirants to 
office. I was very glad, however, to see 
that the right hon. Gentleman concluded 
his speech by saying that it was not their 
intention to run away, and that he 
agreed that the time had come when the 
House of Commons might very well 
devote three hours to a discussion of the 
present position of the Irish question. 


I am not going to detain the House any 
longer. [Opposition cries of “ Go on.’”’] 
I make a strong appeal to all hon. Members 
to show the country by their presence in 
the lobbies what their opinion and their 
idea is as to Home Rule for Ireland. 
Do they wish Ireland to have a separate 
Parliament, or do they wish for a loyal, 
devoted, and united Parliament ? I beg 
to move. 

*Sm WALTER PLUMMER (New- 
castle-on-Tyne): After the manner in 
which the House has listened to the 
views just expressed by the hon. Member 


‘for Rochester, perhaps they will allow 


me, as still a young Parliamentary hand, 
to congratulate him upon what is virtually 
By the fortune of 
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the ballot he has not only been able to 
address us upon an important question 
of the day, and one which after the next 
general election will become an impor- 
tant question of the hour, but he has been 
able to please the Party opposite by 
preparing for them that which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Fife has foreshadowed as an agreeable 
and profitable evening. 
said, and I believe sometimes 


Home 


pation not infrequently exceed the 
pleasures of realisation, and I am 


not altogether sure that in the case | 
of the right hon. Gentleman that may | 


not be the case to-night. The Resolu- 
tion which I have the honour to second 


proceeds upon the lines with which we | 
have been made very familiar of late by | 
the Party opposite, of endeavouring to | 


arrive at and analyse the policy likely 
to be adopted by those’ who may form 
a future Government. The precedent 


has been established by hon. Gentlemen | 
opposite, and, however awkward it may | 


now be, I do not think they can object 
to the same tactics being applied to 
them. No doubt we shall be told that 
circumstances alter cases, and that the 
circumstance that we are in office and 
they are not—though very anxious to 


be—makes permissible and legitimate in | 


the one case that which in the other is 
not permissible. The whole argument 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite has, how- 
ever, been for many months that we 
are an expiring Government. 
charge has been reiterated again and 
again, and in this matter the Oppo- 
sition is something like the long- 
expectant heir, who in somewhat 


indecent haste complains—to use the | 


words the noble Lord the Member for 
(rreenwich used the other n'ght, though in 
a different connection—that the present 
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with | 
great truth, that the pleasures of antici- | 


The | 
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confront the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition, and 
which, indeed, are inherent to this 


process of endeavouring to analyse in 
advance future actions and future inten- 
tions. The first is that he cannot quite 
| know before the general election whether 
the incoming Government will have the 
| sweeping majority which they so desire, 
and which will enable them to snap their 
fingers at the Irish Party in this House, 
and postpone Home Rule to the Greek 
| Kalends—or whether they will only 
be returned to office instead of to 
pover. It is conceivable that the 
right hon. Gentleman will declare that 
this Mot‘on is premature. though if we 
are supposed to be, as hon. Gentlemen 
opposite do suppose that we are, on the 
eve of a general election. at which they 
are certain to be returned by a sweeping 
| majority, I do not see on what grounds 
'the Motion can be declared to be pre- 
/mature, unless it is upo. the question 
whether they will be returned to power 
or merely to office. For upon that dis- 
tinction a very great deal will depend. 
If they are returned at all, office is, of 
course, assured ; but power is quite a 
different thing ; and if [ may employ a 
| quotation which has been used before 
|in this House by a former Member for 
Newcastle—Mr. Joseph Cowen—I would 
say with respect to that, ‘‘ There’s the 
rub.” But if the belief in a Parlia- 
ment for Ireland amounts to a sincere 
‘conviction on the part of the mght 
hon. Gentleman, his recommendation to 
| the electors willnot depend upon consider- 
ations of policy, nor upon popularity, 
nor even upon questions of time. 
The Resolution does not ask the right 
hon. Gentleman what he proposes to do 
after the general election, but it asks 
him what he proposes to recommend to 
the electors of the country. 





occupant will not get on with his dying. | 


I am glad that hon. Gentlemen opposite | 
do not take exception to that interpreta- | 


tion of the view they take on this question, 
because it proves the right to base this 
Resolution upon that which it is practi- 
cally based —namely, the assumption 
and presumption upon the part of Gentle- 
men opposite that they will come into 
power at the next general election. 


“I am quite prepared to admit 


that there are two difficulties which 
Sir Walter Plummer. 


The other difficulty is that the right 
hon. Gentleman does not know and 
cannot tell who may constitute or 
may not constitute this future Govern- 
ment. The demand greatly exceeds 
| the supply. I venture to think that 
| I who know who would like to be and 
/expect to be members of that Govern- 
| ment, and in this latter category I should 


‘like to place an hon. Member who is 


/coaspicuous by his absence to-night, 
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and for whose absence there are, I think, 
reasons not difficult to assume—I mean 
the junior Member for Oldham, who 
observed the other day, in a speech at 
Sheffield, in that self-assumed role which 
he has already taken of one of the coming 
Leaders of the Liberal Party—that there 
was no question of a Home Rule Bill being 
brought forward in the next Parliament 
or I presume of Home Rule being re- 
commended to the electors. Now this 
sweeping assertion which, if I did not 
know the hon. Member fairly well, I 
shovld at once have assumed to have 
been made after consultation with his 
recognised leader in this House—this 
sweeping assertion is no doubt also made 
upon the assumption that he and his 
new-found friends will have a sweeping 
majority at the next general election, 
and that under such circumstances 
they would be able tv do just what 
they like, irrespective of the eighty 
votes led by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford, fortified, as I for one thoroughly 
believe they will be, by some thirty 
members of the Labour Party, which 
will be an inereasing factor in the 
new Parliament. The Member for 
Oldham may know or may not know 
a great deal, but he does not know 
everything—and until and unless he is 
in the councils of the leaders of the 
Liberal Party he has no right to lay down 
the policy to be pursued by that Party 
in the next Parliament, or to rule certain 
things out of Court in this light and airy 
Way. 


Home 


learning was so great and whose opinion of 
that learning was so high that it used to be 
said of him: “T am the Master of Balliol 


College ; what I know not is not know- | 
The hon. Member for Oldham | 


ledge.” 
seems to be qualifying as a twentieth cen- 
tury Jowett. This Resolution is, however, 
mainly concerned, not with would-be or 
expectant leaders, but with the official 
Leader of the Party opposite—with 
him who, having borne the burden and 
the heat of the day has, I venture to 
think, a right to expect the highest 
honour when the time comes. But we 
want to know, in view of their con- 
flieting statements, whether the right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite remain on the 
respective sides of the fence which 


hitherto they have occupied with regard 
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to Home Rule, and in respect to those who 
are now sitting upon that fence tpon 
which side they mean to climb down. 
We want to know that, too, before the 
general election, for if we wait until 
after the general election I can readily 
conceive circumstances in which the 
question of the adoption of Home Rule 
will not depend upon the leaders opposite, 


| 





I have heard of a great and dis- | 
tinguished man in the last century whose | 


or even upon the hon. Member for Old- 
ham, but will rest with the hon. Member 
|for Waterford and his Party, reinforced 
| by the Labour Party. As the House well 
| knows, there is an historical illustration 
| of the ease with which a proposed course 
lof action with regard to Home Rule 
| before a general election can be suddenly 
changed after the result of that general 
election has become known. 


Now, let m2 direct attention to som> 
of the conflicting statements of the 
| leaders of the Party opposite in respect 
| to Home Rule. First, however, let m2 
‘clear the air by quoting one of the 
declarations of the hon. Member for 
Waterford, who leads his Party in this 
House with conspicuous ability, and with 
whom, whatever other faults we may 
find with him, we cannot quarrel on the 
'score of ambiguity. On St. Patrick’s 
Day the hon. Member for Waterford 
said— 

“They would support and keep in office in 
the next Parliament no Liberal Party, no 
Liberal Government, which took the Rose- 
bery view of Home Rule for Ireland.” 





There we have a definite ultimatum, 
which matters little so long as no Liberal 
Government exists, but which may matter 

|a great deal after the next general elec- 
tion. What, then, are the Rosebery 
views in respect to Hom> Rule, and how 
far are hon. Gentlemen opposite in 
agreem2nt or conflict with them. Let 
us for a moment try and separate the 
| sheep from the goats. Here is a recent 
' statement of Lord Roseberry— 


| There is one thing to which no wise states- 
| man will ever expose his country, and that is 
| the curse of dual government at the heart of 
| the Empire.”’ 

| But, lest anyone would think that 
| : . 

| these are hasty expressions, let me quote 
| what the noble Earl said three years 
ago— 

| “Tam not prepared at any time, or under 
| any circumstances to grant an independent 
| Parliament in Dublin, and when T am asked 
for an independent Parliament. or for anything 
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that is to work up to ,an independent Parlia- 
ment, I will tell you plainly that it is not on 
my slate.” 

Now, having stated the Rosebery view, 
let me refer for a moment to the opinions 
of other Liberal leaders on the same sub- 
ject. Take Lord Spencer. In another 
place that noble Lord said— 


“ They heard that Home Rule must be given 
up by the Liberal Party. He confessed that 
he covld not agree to that himself. If the 
Liberal Party gave up Home Rule he must 
take a hack seat.” 


Home 


I do not wish to repeat quotations 
given by the hon. Member for Rochester, 
but I should like to give this summing 
up of the opinions I have quoted to the 
House by the right hon. Member for 
Kast Fife, which, let me say in passing, 
I prefer to the equivocal reply which he 
gave to a Scotch heckler, who asked— 

“Should the Liberal Party be returned to 
power, will Mr. Asquith support Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman in introducing a Home 
tule Bill for Ireland in Parliament ?” 

to which the right hon. Gentleman 
replied— 

“That is purely an academieal question 
which is of no practical or political urgency.” 

Here is the unequivocal opinion written 

to the chairman of the East Fife Liberal 
Association— 
“ Tf we are honest” (mark well that preamble) 
we must ask ourselves this practical question : 
‘Is it to be part of the policy and programme of 
our Party that, if returned to power, it will in- 
troduce into the House of Commons a Bill fer 
Irish Home Rule?’ The answer, in my judg- 
ment, is ‘ No.’ ” 


“cc 


Of course if the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Stirling Burghs is going 
to endorse the opinion I have just quoted, 
and to join Lord Rosebery in saying 
that under no circumstances will he grant 
a separate Parliament to Ireland such as 
Mr. Gladstone foreshadowed, then the 
situation will be completely altered 
in spite of his past assurances, and this 
debate will not have been withoutits value. 
But, if the contrary is the case, let. it 
be stated here and now, or let the Liberal 
leaders take care to meet together quietly 
some time before the Liberal Federation 
meets in Neweastle next month, and agree 
upon some clear pronouncement of policy 
with regard to Home Rule in the new 
edition of the Newcastle programme. But 
if the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Liberal Party in this House disagrees 


Sir Walter Plummer. 
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profoundly with Lord Rosebery and the 

tight hon. Member for East Fife and 
would be prepared to carry out in the 
next Parliament, reluctantly and under 
force of circumstances, and to recommend 
Home Rule to the electors at the general 
election, then let him say so here and 
now, without delay. The right hon. 
Gentleman has accused us of obtaining 
blank cheques from the country. Let 
there be none of it on his part; no 
seeking to get into power on the strength 
of free trade and then to remain in 
power on the strength of Home Rule. 
I believe that directly the election is 
over, assuming the anticipation of hon. 
Members opposite is achieved, free 
trade and the fiscal question, though 
still important in the country, will 
no longer be a burning Parliamentary 
question, but will be supplanted in 
importance in this House by the question 
of Home Rule. 

In such circumstance I would ask 
the Leader of the Party opposite 
“Ts he, or is he not, going to join 
his Chief Whip and ‘stand or 
fall? by Home Rule,” as Home Rule 
was understood in this House and the 
country, and by the Irish Party in the 
time of Mr. Gladstone? The right hon. 
Gentleman has two answers, one of which 
he will probably give. The first is the 
familiar formula—‘‘ Put me in, and then 
I will tell you.” As to which, I imagine 
the hon. Member for Waterford saying— 
“Tn vain is the net spread in sight of the 
bird.” The other answer is—‘‘ Yes, I 
will stand by Home Rule at the proper 
time,” which is not in the next Parlia- 
ment, which cannot be in the Parlia- 
ment following the next, because whatever 
consensus of opinion there may be 
to the Party opposite being returned a‘ 
the general election, there is an equal 
consensus of opinion that a little Liberal 
administration will go a long way with 
the couatry, and it will not, therefore 
be until the third Parliament from the 
present time that the Liberal Party o1 
possibly the Labour Party will again 
have an opportunity of bringing forward 
a Home Rule Bill; but by then where 

| will the “standing by Home Rule” be 
(on the part of the leader opposite ? By 
‘then, I doubt not, the right hon. Gentle- 
| man will have met his reward and be 


as 
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cccupying a seat in that other House of 
Parliament, where the Irish Party cease 
from troubling, and the weary Liberal is 
at rest. 


Home 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in view of the conflicting 
statements which have been made by the 
various leaders of the Opposition on the 
subject of Home Rule, it is expedient 


that the right hon. Gentleman, the 
Member for Stirling Burghs, should 


explicitly declare whether or not it is his 
intention to recommend to the electors of 
the United Kingdom the policy of estab- 
lishing a Parliament in Ireland.’—(Mr. 


Tuff.) 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he wished to ascertain from Mr. 
Speaker his formal ruling on the Amend- 
ment which stood in his name. This 
was a point of considerable importance 
not only in this debate but in other 
debates of a similar nature. He sub- 
mitted that the Amendment was in order 
with the Notice of Motion given by the 
hon. Member for Rochester, although, 
perhaps, not strictly in order with the 
Resolution which had been founded on 
the Notice of Motion. 


Mr. SPEAKER: An Amendment must 
be relevant to the Question put from the 
Chair, The Question put from the 
Chair relates to Home Rule; but 
the Question raised by the Amendment 
of the hon. Member relates to the ad- 
ministration of Irish affairs by the present 
Government. That isa different Question 
altogether. The Amendment is not in 
order, 


*Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Mr. Speaker, a stranger situation than 
this never presented itself to the House 
of Commons. A stranger Motion never 
appeared on the Notice Paper of the 
House of Commons. The hon. Member 
for Rochester secks to elicit from the 
Member for Stirling 
should seek to rob my constituency of the 
poor honour of the definite article I cannot 
understand ; I will take the liberty of 
putting it in, and talking of, the Stirling 
Burghs—a statement of the advice which 
he will submit to his electors at the 
election. The election! Here is courage 
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‘What does he do? 
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for you. I thought it was the word they 
never mentioned; an idea that only visits 
them in their worst dreams; its intro- 
duction is little short of profanity, but it 
marks a falling-off from the high standard 
pursued by the Party—no, not by the 
Party opposite, but by the Government 
opposite; 1 am not sure that they are 
unanimously supported by their Party 
[An Hon. MemBer: Oh, yes.}the high 
standard, I say, that they have set them- 
selves in living up to the full limit of the 
Septennial Act. Sir, this is a new thing 
in the House of Commons. This kind of 
interrogition is a thing which all 
Scotch Members have encountered on the 
platform. We call it heckling. Itisa 
wholesome practice between a Member 
and his constituents. [ believe the word, 
and in some poor degree the practice, has, 
like many other good things, come south 
into England and established itself here ; 
but this is the first occasion of it in the 
House of Commons. 


The hon. Member who introduced the 
Motion is a recent addition to our number, 
and he may have acted in the innocence 
of uninstructed adolescence. His Parlia- 
mentary childhood has been passed 


|in strange scenes, and he probably has 


thought that one irregularity more or 
less does not much matter. But I am 
not so sure that the hon, Member can 
claim all the immunity which attaches 
to a young Member. I remember many 
years ago the late Mr. Bernal Osborne 
siying in this House when a Member 
claimed some indulgence on this account, 
“He may be a young Member, but he is 
evidently an old practitioner.” The hon. 
Member by co-operation with other Mem- 
bers sitting around him obtained this 
great opportunity, and no doubt the 
Motion which stands on the Paper is the 
result of the co-operation of himself and 
of those other Members under high official 
sanction. That being so, I am afraid T 
am not able to congratulate the authors 
of the Motion cither upon their ingenuity 
or their adroitness. I do not profess to 
be an accomplished draftsmen by any 
means, but if the hon. Member had come 
to me I could have drawn a Motion of a 
much better and more eflective type. 
He calls attention 
to a variety of declarations oa the sub- 
ject of Home Rule. His speech, in fact, 
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consisted almost entirely of a recital of 
these declarations. I would complain 
of them first of all that they were not 
very well grouped; but the Members of 
this House, at least, whose opinions were 
quoted, I trust, before this debate finishes, 
will have an opportunity. of explaining 
and justifying their statements and 
sentiments; and, after all, these are 
only the signs of a healthy, intelligent, 
ard independent consideration of a 
difficult and complex subject. Having 
recited these declarations, which it is no 
part of my duty to deal with. the hon. 
Member fastened upon me, and called 
upon me to stand and deliver. But 
he seems to be ignorant of the fact 
that his leader—not, I believe, his fiseal 
leader—has already informed him that 
in his opinion—and that — should 
be final with the hon. Member—my speech 
onthe Amendment to the Address moved 
by the hon. Member for Waterford was 
saturated with Home Rule. So that 
ought to dispose of me in the estimation 
of the hon. Member. 





Sir, this Motion, I fear, is not 
to be attributed so much to innocent 
curiosity as to my views on Home 
Rule as to a_ desire possibly to 
furnish to the Unionist Party a field day 
in which they could disport themselves 
with some appearance of unity. It was 
no doubt thought that the hon. Member 
would regain that confiden:e which 
deserted him when his leader’s pol cy 
has been called in question in the House 
of Commons, and make up for the in- 
coherence and pusillanimity of the Party 
opposite by leading an attack in force 
upon another policy altogether, and a 
policy which in no sense can be said to be 
at this moment before the House or the 
country. When such an attack is made 
upon us we have no lack of stiategical 


courses to pursue which hive high 
example and authority to commend 
them. For instance, we might have 


searched about for someone who would 
move an Amendment which would 
altogether baffle the earnest inquirer. 
Again, we might have moved the 
“previous Question,” and there never 
was acase more fitted for it. And, lastly, 
we might have run away. But weare all 
here, and the hon. Member will find that 
his kindly inquiries will be met with a 
Sir H. Campte!l-Bannerman. 
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not unfriendly smile. But, Mr. Speaker, 
wonders will not cease. Do my eyes 
deceive me? The Pr'me Minister is in 
his place. This is an abstract Motion 
brought forward by a private Member on 
a private Member’s night and dealing 
with a question that cannct be dealt with 
in this Parliament. What more do we 
want to taboo it? If there is a debate 
and a division on such a Motion, it is of 
no consequence, “for he himself has said 
it”; and surely he will not think of 
wasting his time and that of his faithful 
followers in listening to the discussion. 
If this would be true, according to the 
Prime Minister, where inquiries were 
addressed to a Minister of the Crown with 
regard to his public policy, while the 
country had been agitated by a great 
controversy raging from one end to the 
other, how much more certain!y can we say 
that it is of no consequence when it merely 
deals with the op nions of aprivate Member 
on a subject which, as [ say, is not now 
prominently before the country. Yet here 
the nght hon. Gentlem in is, I presume he 
must have been lingering in the purlieus of 
Westminster, and, looking up, he saw that 
the light was burning, and it occurred to 
him thit the House might be sitting. He 
has looked in upon us; and T am sure 
that [ express the desire and the feeling 
of every one on this side of the House 
when 1 say that I trust he and his friends 
will not spend more time among us than 
is entirely convenient to them. 

I pass from this light but still not unim- 
portant aspect of the situation, and [ say 
that the question which the hon. Member 
has lightly and in this absurd methed 
brought before us is one of the gravest 
questions that can affect ourcountry. In 
so far as he makes a demand on me that I 
should state what, in certain future con- 
tingencies, will be the particular policy 
which I shall recommend to my electors, I 
say it is a preposterous demand which he 
has no right to mvke, and which [ alto- 
gether decline to satisfy. But as to my 
opinions on Trish government they are well 
known toallof you. They have been ex- 
pressed again and again by action and 
speech in and out of the House, and 
[ would say further that the course 
of events during the last two decades, 
so far from mitigating or weakening 
my views, has done much to confirm 
and strengthen them. I would say, 
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whatever may be the right solution 
of it, this question of the better 
government of Ireland directly and im- 
pera‘ively confronts both Parties in the 
State, That has been admitted by us 
on this side of the House when we voted 
for the Amendment on the Address 
moved by the hon. Member for Waterford. 
It has been admitted by the Govern- 
ment in the terms and the cireum- 
stances of Sir Antony MacDonnell’s 
uppointmeat made with the express con- 
currence of the Prime Minister; and it 
has been confirmed by the justification 
offered for the recent Ir:sh policy of the 
(rovernment by the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs in another place. This 
marks the conclusion which bo'h these 
great Parties have come to within this 
very year. Let me take first the words 
of Lord Lan:downe, who said— 

“ Anybody who has studied this question is 
aware that there is room for considerable im- 
provement in that old-fashioned and compli- 
cated organisation.” 

And he said again— 


‘In endeavouring to arrive at that result and 
to break down the barrier which has too long 
and too often divided Dublin Castle from the 
rest of the country my right hon. friend ‘(that 
is the late Chief Secretary)” was taking a step 
in the right direction.” 


These are true words and significant 
words. Lord Lansdowne is an Jrishman, 
a great personage in that country, 
devoted to Irelind and spending a great 
part of his life there, thoroughly 2c- 
quainted with affairs, and here he speaks 
of the “ barrier which has too long and 
too often divided Dublin Castle from the 
rest of the country.” I piss from this 
confession to the Amendment to the 
Address which was moved by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford. What 
were the terms of that Amendment ?— 

‘We humbly represent to Your Majesty that 
the preseat system of government in Ireland is 
in opposition to the will of the lrish people, and 
gives them no voice in the management of their 
own affairs; that the system is consequently 
ineffective and extravagantly costly, and that 
it does not enjoy the confidence of any section 
of the population; that it is productive of uni- 
versil discontent and unrest, and has been 
proved to be incapable of satisfactorily pro- 
moting the mate-ial and intellectual progress 
of the people.” 


Sir, we voted for that Amendment, and 
hon. Members opposite voted against it ; 
and I think it was perfectly natural that 
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they should do so, and this not only on 
the ground of the familiar excuse that an 
Amendment to the Address cannot be 
accepted by a Government, for it would 
constitute a vote of want of confidence, 
but on this other ground, that I admit it is 
so wholesale an indictment of the whole 
system of goverament in Ireland that [ 
could well imagine men of moderate views 
on the subject shrinking from committing 
themselves to it. But I invite the House 
calmly and quietly to take this Amend- 
ment clause by clause as I propose to do ; 
and | ask how many Members, if any, will 
dispute its accuracy? Does any one say 
the system of government in Ireland is 
not in opposition to the will of the Irish 
people? Who can say that with the 
presence of this huge majority of Irish 
Members? Does anyone deny that the 
Irish people have no full voice in the 
management of their own affairs? Does 
anyone say that the system is effective 
and that it is not extravagantly costly ? 
Who is there will say that the system 
enjoys the confidence of every section of 
the population, or that there is any 
section whose confidence it does en- 
joy? Why even that little section 
the other side of the House only 
gives a grudging confidence when the 
Government does everything it tells 
them to do. Lastly, is it disputed that 
there is great discontent and unrest in 
lreland? Is it disputed that the m terial 
and intellectual progress of the people is 
not promoted by the present system ? 
Why, take them one by one, and [ will 
venture to say there is not one man out of 
ten, be he Unionist, Home Ruler, or be he 
what he may, who can deny this tissue of 
charges brought forward by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford. 


Rule. 


Ot 


For a moment let us look back 
over a period of twenty years. Ire- 
land was then, and had _ been for 


years before, seething in social dis- 
order. The old tradi ional remedy, of 
course, Was coercion; but the time had 
come when the people of this country 
were sick of coercion, and on either side 
men were declaring in a loud voice that 
they would have no more of it. Then 
came Mr. Gladstone with his two heroic 
attempts at remedy. They failed; but 
who will deny that the attempts, although 
they ended in failure, had a deep effect in 








1503 


the pacification of the country? There 
is no man who took a part, humble 
though it may have been, whether as 
Member here or as a voter at the polls, 
in helping towards the adoption of those 
remedies who has not a share of the 
credit and satisfaction in bringing »bout 
that improved state of things. What 
was the principle at the root of this 
policy? It was the right of the Irish 
people to the management of their own 
domestic affairs. The successive plans 
by which this was to be given to them 
failed to satisfy the country, as I have 
said; but the principle of self-govera- 
ment, the principle of an elective element 
that shall be the governing element in 
Treland, remains, in our view, the only 
principle consonant with our constitu- 
tional habits and practice, and, what is 
more, the only principle that will ever 


Home 


work. I came the other day upon a) 


phrase that admirably expresses the 
matter— 
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policy arising from it. But if I am further 
asked tostate details to as the particular 
plan,or a particular method to be 
adopted, I altogether decline ,to do 
so. Again, I may be asked questions as 
to time and priority. We are all aware of 
the fact that there are great masses of 
arrears of British legislation to be dealt 
with, and there are other questions 
brought forward calling for consideration, 
one of the most urgent which I would 
name being the education question which 
the Government have raised. If a de- 
mand is made that I should say as a 
private Member what precise priority 
should be given to each one of those 
great questions, I say that it is a pre- 
posterous demand which ought not to be 
made. But, the fact is, if we are to 
have an interrogatory raised on the 


Rule. 





question of Irish government and Govern- 
|ment policy, am I the proper person to 
'be interrogated. [‘ Yes.”| Is it not, 
|tather, the responsible Government ? 


{ yr ff - The oh t4 y 
“Popular control, and popular confidence, | {An Hon. Memper: They never allsw er. | 
which cannot be had without it, are essential to | [ find that a few years ago, in 1895, the 


administration of the best kind.” 


Well, these are our I have 


views. 


to ask the House to allow me to | 


make a quotation—and I do not use the 


| right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


| West Birmingham laid down this as a 


} 


words for any purpose of taunt or con- | 


troversy. ‘They are words of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
sirmingham uttered in 1885. They were 
often used in the controversy of those 
days, and I quote them because they are 
incisive, memorable words, and accurate 
in their description of the truth— 


«‘ An Irishman at this moment ’’— 
and this isas true now as it was then— 


“cannot move a step without being con- 
fronted with, interfered with, controlled by an 
English official appointed by a foreign Govern- 
ment, and without a shade or shadow of repre- 
sentative authority.” 


Sir, this is what lies at the root of 
the mischief; and until the principle of 
representative authority is applied in such 
a form as shall give the people of Ireland 
the effective management of Irish affairs 
—youwill go onif you like with asystem 
like the present, the value of which may 
be judged by the words I have quoted, 


I for my part would be for adopting 
such methods and such a plan as may 
appear to me most likely to bring to a 


general principle. He said, “‘ He” (the 
Minister to whom he was replying) 
‘isa member of a Government that has forgot- 
ten how to govern and has not learned how to 
resign. Let the right hon. Gentleman resign ; 
we will find him a policy. But we are not going 
to lend him our prescriptions while he takes the 
fee. What is he on the Front Bench for? I 
do not see why we should prescribe until we are 
called in.” 


But passing from that, which is, I think, 
a very sound view taken by the right 
hon, Gentleman, where is the responsi- 
bility in regard to the future policy in, 
as well as the present condition of, Ire- 
land? It is there (pointing to the 
Treasury bench). Is there ambiguity / 
It is there. Is there obscurity? It is there. 
Whatis the Irish policy of the Government ! 
Is it a continuance of what they themselves 
called twenty years of resolute Govern- 
ment, with coercion as its implied sanc- 
tion and its ultimate development ? Is 
it, on the other hand, the policy of con- 
ciliation and co-operation, of which Sir 
Antony MacDonnell was the herald angel ‘ 
Or is it the policy—their present apparent 
policy—of satisfying the Orange faction, 
which spoke and Sir Antony MacDonnell 





was dropped at once? Or is it a mosaic 


successful issue this principle and the | or alternation of these three policies ! 
Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 
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We have seen how that distinguished 


public servant was called in and installed | 


in order to carry out the new policy in a 
new spirit. The Prime Minister was well 
.aware of the views of the man he was 
employing. “I am an Irishman,” said 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, “a Roman 
Catholic, and a Liberal in politics. I 
have strong Irish sympathies.” And 
he added, ‘“‘I find that there is a sub- 
stantial measure of. agreement between 
us.” Why did this new policy break 
down? Because it was discovered that 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, with the con- 
currence of the Viceroy, was assisting a 
little group of Irish landlords and leaders 
of moderate Unionist opinion to carry 
out this policy of reform and administra- 
tive conciliation with the help of the Irish 
people. That was his offence; but the 
mention of the elective principle, attenu- 
ated as it was and restricted in its scope‘ 
brought about the explosion. What a 
spectacle! To see this strong Govern- 
ment, which set before itself ends in 
themselves worthy and _ honourable, 
shrinking back in terror when it found 
that there was a danger that the adoption 
of the only means by which these ends 
could be attained might expose them to 
the charge of touching the accursed thing 
and being tainted with Home Rule. 
They became the slaves of unfounded 
prejudice. The charge was made. It 
was carried into the lobbies. Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was rebuked and the Chief 
Secretary was sent into the wilderness. 
Our only puzzle is why he went there un- 
accompanied—why, when he went into 
the wilderness he did not take with 
him the head of the Government, who 
was well aware of the general drift 
of the policy the Under-Secretary had 
in view. This was all owing to 
the action of a knot of—I do not 
want to use an offensive expression— 
a knot of intolerant politicians. Let 
the House consider for a moment. Sup- 
posing this knot of intolerant politicians 
had acquiesced, would Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell have been told that his conduct 
was indefensible ? Would the Chief Secre- 
tary have resigned? No, Sir, on land 
purchase these hon. Members and their 
Party were with Sir Antony MacDonnell 
and Lord Dunraven ; but any recognition 
of the desires of the majority in Ireland, 


any check on the domination of their own | 
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fraction of the Irish people, raised an 
outcry, the Government ran away, Sir 
Antony MacDonnell was rebuked, and the 
Chief Secretary was thrown to the wolves. 
With this Government the voice of this 
little section is the voice of Ireland. For 
the moment, the Government have capi- 
tulated, but it cannot be for long. They 
cannot fight against fate. They are 
themselves on the high road to the 
evolution of a new and wholly altered 
system of government in Ireland, whether 
they like it or not. 


I wish to take no partisan view of 
this question ; but what is the situation ? 
We have had this MacDonnell episode ; 
the Government found that the turning 
point was reached, and that they must 
embark on a policy of conciliation, not 
only of generous and open-handed gifts 
of money and other methods of kindness 
to the Irish people, but of conciliation, 
which meant sympathy and co-operation 
in the management of the affairs of the 
country. We see glimmerings of apprehen- 
sion on the part of the Government of 
the lesson learned by Ministers and high 
officials one after another who have gone 
to Ireland with undetermined minds, or 
full of prejudice against the Irish view, 
and yet who have found by experience 
how indefensible and how devoid of light 
and hope is the present system of govern- 
ment in Ireland. If the Government 
had designed to pave the way for what 
they call and denounce as Home Rule, 
could they have done better than they 
have in setting their stamp on the char- 
acter of the Irish people by inducing 
Parliament to agree to so vast a grant 
of British credit, and by entrusting the 
mass of them with the responsible duties 
of local government ? The Government 
have gone bail for the Irish people, for 
their character, for their capacity, for 
their integrity and—to adopt the poetic 
word of the late Chief Secretary—for 
their chivalry. Are you going to say, 
“Thus far and no further?” Are you 
going to trust them only up to the doors 
of Dublin Castle? Is this the last 
word of your statesmanship? Let 
me tell the hon. Member for Rochester 
that it is not the last word of ours. 
The Liberal Party, through twenty years 
of effort and sacrifice, amid misrepresenta- 
tion and vilification, have pursued and 
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contended for the cause of good govern- 
ment in Ireland; and so, as time and cir- 
cumstances allow, we will prosecute the 
same beneficent course, believing that 
we shall have the sympathy of our coun- 
trymen with us, believing also that the 
divisions between the different sections 
of society in Ireland are healing, and will 
heal the faster as better government ex- 
tends, and not without hope, I thank 
Heaven, that both Parties in the State, 
as the goal is better realised, will unite 
in the effort to attain to it. 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
When notice was given by the hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite of his intention to raise 
the question of Home Rule, I under- 
stood that the hon. Gentleman’s object 
was to challenge the principle and policy 
of national self-government in Ireland, 
and I rather welcomed the opportun- 
ity which seemed to be opening before the 
Irish Nationalist Party in this House of 
once more stating the case of Ireland. 
But when I read the terms of the Motion I 
was surprised to find that the hon. Gen- 
tleman did nothing of the kind, but con- 
fined himself to asking certain Questions— 
relevant or irrelevant, pertinent or im- 
pertinent, of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition as to what his 
action would be in a contingency that has 
not yet arisen. I am not sure that in 
such circumstances there is any neces- 
sity for the Irish Party to take part in this 
debate at all. ‘The Motion does not chal- 
lenge us ; it does not challenge our cause 
—the cause of Home Rule: it cannot 
be meant to embarrass us, and, therefore, 
it seems to me we have only an indirect 
interest in the discussion. Still I think 
that if we remained silent our silence 
would probably be misunderstood and mis- 
interpreted, and, therefore, I propose to 
state once more frankly to the House the 
position of the Irish Party and of myself 
on the question of Home Rule. 


If the hon. Gentleman imagines that 
we are likely to budge one inch from our 
position on the question of Home Rule, 
he is likely to be grievously disappointed, 
and if he expects to confuse the mind, 
either of the House of Commons or of the 
country, as to what our attitude on the 
question of Home Rule is he is likely to be 
still more grievously disappointed. Our 


attitude on this question has been ab- | 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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solutely unchanged for twenty-five years. 
We regard the government of our country 
by this Parliament as a usurpation ; we 
deny the validity and dispute the moral 
binding force of the Act of Union. What 
you call a treaty we say was vitiated ah 
initio by force and fraud. We demand 
self-government, not as a favour, but as 
a right; we base our demand, not upon 
grievance, but upon the inherent and 
unalienable right of the Irish nation to 
govern itself. We say plainly that we 
would rather be governed badly by our 
own Parliament than well by this Asseni- 
bly. We are accused of disloyalty. Dis 
Why are we in Ire- 
land not given something to be loyal to / 
By nature [ believe that [Irishmen are as 
loyal as any people in the world. Yes, 
but to a system of government main- 
tained by force against the will of 
the people we are disloyal, and will 
continue to be disloyal. 


Rule. 


The hon. Gentleman did me the honour 
of quoting a number of speeches of mine. 
He quoted some speeches of mine delivered 
in America, and [ rather think he did so 
with the idea of conveying to the House 
the impression that I had spoken in one 
sense in America and in a different sense 
here. [Cries of “No.”] I am glad to 
hear from hon. Members who have been 
longer in the House a disavowal of any 
such accusation. I would feel utterly 
dishonoured and ashamed of myself 
if | had ever made a statement in America 
or Ireland more extreme than the state- 
ments I have made in this House. | 
believe in frankness in these matters. 
I believe we have nothing to gain— 
I believe that no Party has anything 
to gain—by a policy of make-believe, 
evasion, or concealment. I have no 
objection to state again to this House 
what my individual attitude on this 
question is. I believe the present sys- 
tem of government in Ireland is in prin- 
ciple so unconstitutional and in practice 
so ruinous to all classes and interests in 
Ireland that. if I had to choose between 
the continuation of the present system 
and absolute separation from the Em- 
pire, I would not have the slightest hesi- 
tation in deciding in favour of separation. 
More than that, if I believed that there 
was the smallest reasonable chance of 
success, I would have no hesitation in 
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advising my fellow-countrymen to en- 
deavour to end the present system by 
armed revolt. But Sir, while those are 
my views. I am and always have been 
profoundly convinced that by constitu- 
tional means and within the Constitu- 
tion it is possible to arrive at a com- 
promise, based upon the concession of 
self-government, or, as Mr. Gladstone 
used to say, autonomy, to Ire’and, which 
would put an end to this ancient in- 
ternational quarrel upon terms satis- 
‘actory aud honourable to both nations. 
Such was the settlement proposed to 
Ireland in 1886 and 1893. For reasons 
which perhaps will be understood, [ wish 
to recall the fact that Parnell accepted 
in this House the principle and policy 
of the settlement of 1886 and 1893. 
He accepted it in the name of the Irish 
Nationalist Party, and his acceptance 
of it was ratified by the public opinion 
of Treland and of the Irish race in 
America and elsewhere. I have been 
recently accused by a distinguished 
nobleman of having in some way or 
other repudiated the acceptance of that 
compromise and settlement. I deny 
that, and, if necessity arose, I could 
prove that my denial is true. But, 
after all, the individual statement of the 
hon. Member for Waterford, when he 
was not the representative of the Irish 
Nationalist Party in the House of Com- 
mons, and when he spoke for himself, 
was a small matter. I repudiate and 
deny that statement; but, after all, 
what is important is that, speaking 
here now, with full authority and res- 
ponsibility, in the name of the whole 
Irish Nationalist Party, I say that that 
Party has not departed one huir’s breadth 
irom the position which was taken up in 
1886 by Mr. Parnell, and after his death 
in 1893 by the Irish Members of the day. 
To-dav the position is this. No doubt 
time and experience have pointed out 
to us many defects, as we think, in the 
clauses of the Bills of 1886 and 1893 ; 
but so far as the principle and the policy 
of the settlement contained in those Bills 
are concerned we never have repudiated 
them, and to-day we would be willing. as 
we were in 1886 or 1893, to accept them 
as bringing to an end, as we would hope 
for ever, the wretched and blood-stained 
chapter of English misrule and of conse- 
quent Irish disloyalty and resistance. 
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I cannot in the time at my disposal deal 
as fully as I would have liked with this 
question. But let me very shortly 
recapitulate—summarise, so to speak— 
the main features of the svstem of rule 
in Ireland which, in my judgment, make 
the Home Rule question an urgent and 
vital question to-day before both the 
country and the House of Commons. 
The present svstem of rule is uncon- 
stitutional, quite apart altogether from 
its tainted origin in the Act of Union, 
and in its everyday working practice it 
is unworkable. The majority of the 
people who are ruled have no power 
in the government of the country. The 
country is governed by a minority. The 
representation of Ireland in this House 
has been reduced almost to a farce. Five 
men from a small corner of Ulster have 
more power in this House in the govern- 
ment of Ireland than eighty-six men 
representing the rest of the country. 
it is unconstitutional in another sense. 
The people of Ireland have not the 
benefit of the British Constitution. They 
are suffering under a permanent disability 
in the form of an exceptional law which 
does not exist in England, Scotland, or 
Wales, or in any other portion of the 
British Empire—a law under which at 
the caprice and the will of a single man 
trial by jury may be suspended and trial 
by paid servants and deputies of the 
Executive Government substituted for 
it. The government is not only unconsti- 
tutional; itis a bad government. It does 
not fulfil any one of the elementary duties 
of a government. It does nothing for 
the industrial development of the people ; 
our industries in Ireland were destroyed 
by Act of this Parliament, and ever since 
the Union your English Government has 
done nothing to help in their resuscitation ; 
the population has gone down, and is still 
going down; labourers and artisans have 
not decent dwellings ; our seaport towns 
are falling into decay because the piers 
and harbours built by one of your cen- 
tralised and nominated boards are 
crumbling into the sea; our fishing 
industry is dying ; and, above all, 
our educational system in all its 
stages—elementary, intermediate, and 
University —is fifty years behind 
the educational system of the least 
progressive country in Western Europe. 
And this government, unconstitutional, 
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bad, and inefficient, is the most costly 
in proportion in the world, and, on the 
statement of your own financial experts, 
Treland is over-taxed every year 
£3,000,000 as compared with the rest 
of the United Kingdom. Is it any 
wonder in those circumstances that no 
class in Ireland is satisfied with British 
rule? Fifty vears ago Lord Chief Jus- 
tice Whiteside used these words :-— 

“« He was compelled by respect for truth to 
admit that the government of Ireland was 
very inefficiently conducted. He was a Protes- 
taet and a Conservative, but he must say that 
were Ireland as far removed from England as 
Canada, the system of government there would 
b> blown to pieces as easily as a house of cards. 
He would say that the Government of Ireland 
wes opposed to nine-tenths of the intelligence 
and intellect of the people.’ 


That was fifty years ago, but every word 
of that was as true of the government 
of Ireland to-day as it was then. Un- 
fortunately Irish Unionists in the days 
of Whiteside, just as they have been 
ever since and are to-day, were silenced 
by the horrible system of preferment 
which alone has induced the Irish min- 
ority to consent to the rebbery and 
misgovernment of their country. There 
are some signs to-day of the truth coming 
to the surface in Ireland. I will not al- 
lude to the Dunraven movement, and I 
will not allude to the recent declaration 
of men like Sir West Ridgeway, but I do 
desire to quote two or three words from 
a recent letter published by Lord Ross- 
more. Lord Rossmore was, at one time, 
a Grand Master of the Orange Society 
in Ireland. He was a man whose name 
was associated with the most extreme 
hostility to the principle of self-govern- 
ment for Ireland. He declared that 
he had come to the conclusion that the 
extreme section of Unionists in Ireland 
were seeking to establish the worst form 
of slavery, and that this was being done 
by the men who professed no construc- 
tive policy whatever in relation to their 
country or their fellow-countrymen. His 
Lordship declared that their policy was 
purely negative, and that the so-called 
Loyalist minority in Ireland were blindly 
following the lead of a few professional 
politicians who felt that their saliries 
and positions depended on the divisions 
and antipathies of those who should be 
working together for the good of their 
common country. That minority ha 
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not changed. Its sympathies have not 
widened, and its heart has not softened 
for a hundred years. It is the same 
minority which in 1793 opposed the 
first efforts of the Irish Parliament to 
secure Catholic emancipation, and which, 
on the testimony of Cromwell and Lecky, 
drove the Irish people into open revolt. 
It is the same minority that sold their 
country in 1800 for emoluments and 
honours, and that has ever since op- 
posed every single measure of reform 
proposed for Ireland. Catholic emanci- 
pation, land reform, Church reform, th 
ballot, the franchise, local government, 
and every single reform they have 
opposed, and to-day these place-holders 
and place-seekers alone oppose Home 
Rule. Such a system cannot continue. 
Some people say that Home Rule is dead 
and others say itissleeping. Mr. Speaker, 
this debate has proved that Home Rule 
is neither dead nor sleeping, but it isa live, 
urgent, and insistent question, and in my 
judgment it is now merely a matter of 
selecting the particular form of the remedy 
that has to be applied. In my opinion, 
it 1S now. as someone has said quite 
recently, a question of time, method, 
and opportunity. 
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I have listened to the speech of the 
Leader of the Opposition with great atten- 
tion and some anxiety. Iam not called 
on to declare that that speech is in all 
particulars alsolutely satisfactory. As 
far as the right hon. Gentleman himself 
is concerned, I needed no declaration 
from him. The right hon. Gentleman 
has been consistent and courageous all 
through ; and as the Leader of the Liberal 
Party and as the man who J, for my part, 
hope will soon be guiding the destinies of 
this country, his declarations to-night 
have been worthy of himselfand his record. 
I think the right hon. Gentleman is wise 
and right in refusing to answer the irrele- 
vant and impertinent Questions which 
were addressed to him as to what his 
method would be of advancing the policy 
he avows in a contingency that has not 
arisen. I assure the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the Liberal Party that when 
they succeed to office they will tind that 
the difficulties of the Irish question have 
been seriously exaggerated, and that the 
supposed hostility of most of the English 
people to a fair and moderate settlement 
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of the Irish demand has been enormously 
exaggerated. They will also find that 
this will be an urgent and insistent ques- 
tion which will knock loudly at the door 
of the next Parliament. 


So far as our position is concerned 
words have been quoted to the House, 
and if I may take a phrase from 
the speeches of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birming- 
ham, all I have to say in regard 
to those quotations is, “‘ What I have 
said I have said.” I have been taunted 
in regard to our relations with British 
Parties. Sir, we are an independent 
Party in this House, and we cannot ally 
ourselves with any English Party, Liberal 
or Tory, which does not make the con- 


cession of self-government to Ireland a: 


principle in its programme, or which 
attempts to shelve the demand of Ireland 
for Home Rule. There is only one way 
of ruling any intelligent people, and that 
is by consent. A great Irish statesman, 
whose greatness has not yet, in my judg- 
ment, been fully acknowledged either by 
his own countrymen or by this House— 
I allude to the late Mr. Isaac Butt—said 
in the year 1867— 

“There is but one secret in governing 
[reland, as there is in governing any country, 
and it is to govern for the good of the whole 
people. Abandon the policy of maintaining 
any English interest, or any Protestant 
interest, or any class interest, or any interest 
Imt that of the Irish people. . . . When 
lrish legislation is influenced as exclusively by 
the wants and wishes of Treland as English 
legislation is by those of England, then, and 
not till then, will Ireland be governed as a free 
country.” 


That should be the Irish programme of 
anv wise British Administration, and that 
Irish programme can only be carried out 
by the restoration in Ireland of that 
national Parliament to which the hon. 
Member alludes in his Resolution. 


Toe PRIME MINISTER and FLRST 
LORD or rHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Barour, Manchester, L.): I have only 
a few minutes in which to address the 
House, but I think in those few minutes 
T can compress all that it is needful for 
me to say on the present occasion. The 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
has spoken with his wonted lucidity and 
force, and no man who has heard him 
can have the smallest doubt as to what 
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his meaning is. He is of opinion that the 
only cure for the ills of Ireland is a Home 
Rule scheme on the broad lines of the 
Bill of 1886 or the Bill of 1893. He does 
not deny that in certain circumstances 
he might like more, but he is perfectly 
prepared to take that, and he is not pre- 
pared to take anything less than that. 
He also thinks that this is a vital question 
to Ireland and also an urgent question 
for Ireland, that it cannot be allowed to 
slumber, and that the next Parliament, 
if he can manage it, will have to deal with 
this question in this sense. I am not 
sure that [ interpreted rightly the phrases 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
but, at all events, if they meant anything 
diffesent from the principles of the Home 
Rule Bills of 1886 and 1893 that would 
not content the Irish Party; it would 
not, in their opinion, solve the Irish ques- 
tion, and it would not be even a step in 
the right direction which would be worth 
taking. That is the view of the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down. [An 
Hon. Member: He never said that.] 
If the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford differs from anything 
[ have said let him contradict 
me. He was amply satisfied with the 
speech made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man who now leads the Opposition, and 
he appeared to think that that speech 
might be summarised in the way I have 
just summarised his speech—that the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite holds, 
as the Member for Waterford holds, that 
nothing short of the Bill of 1886 or 1893, 
in its broad principles, will meet the Irish 
case, and that the Irish case is an urgent 
case and should be dealt with immedi- 
ately and on those lines, 


That was the interpretation put by 
the hon. Member for Waterford on 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Stirling Burghs. 
[ confess my powers of interpretation 
did not quite lead me to the same 
conclusion. I did not see that clear 
utterance upon this question which I 
should have thought he would have given 
after all the reproaches he has levelled 
against me for obscurity. I should have 
thought he would have found it within 
his powers to make a statement to the 
House as clear as the one I am making 
on this subject. He could have left us 
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in as little doubt as the hon, and learned 
Gentleman has left us. He has not done 
se. [Opposition cries of “Oh.’’] He 
has not only not done so. but he has 
done nothing towards answering the 
appeal made to him in the Resolution. 
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The might hon. Gentleman says the 
appeal is of an unusual character. He 


says it deals with a matter not before 
the present Parliament. I agree that 
it deals with a matter not before the 
present Parliament, and I agree thit 
up to a relatively recent date appeals 
upon subjects not before the Parliament 
in existence were not usually addressed 
to those who were, or those -who expected 
to be, Ministers of the Crown. But a 
new practice has arisen, and as the 
right hon. Gentleman has rather lent 
himself to that practice, I should have 
thought he would have been the first to 
jump up and tell us what it was he was 
going to recommend in the name of his 
Party at the next election. And that 
reminds me. The hen. and learned 
Meniter for Waterford, in all the latter 
part of his speech, assumed that the 
right hon. Gentleman was speaking for 


his Party. I did not catch that from 
the right hon. Gentleman. I do not 


think he claimed to speak for his Party, 
and I can easily guess the reason. If 
he had spoken in the sense assumed by 
the hon. Member for Waterford, with 
whom he he could not have 
spoken for his Party without at once 
being disavowed by Gentlemen on his 
own bench. He wisely refrained from 
placing himself in a position which no 
doubt he would have found extremely 
embarrassing. But when he claims his 
right as a private Member to hold silence 
in this matter [{Oppostrion cries of 
“He did not hold silence.” and ‘“ He 
did not run away.”’}] J think he forgets 
that if the prophecies of which he has been 
so lavish, and which have been re-echoed 
by aimost every Gentleman who siis 
behind him, as to the results of the next 
general election prove true, we are dealing 
with a period at which he will have 
ceased to be a private Member, and 
this Resolution touches a period in which 
he will no longer be able to claim the 
privileges of a private Member. I shal} 


agrees, 


have regained that enviable position , 
[OpposiTION cries of “ When ?”’] accord- 
ing to the right hon. Gentleman [renewed 


Mr. A: J. Balfour. 
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Opposition cries of “ When? ”]—when 
the next general election takes place. 


There is one peculiarity which I wonde 
whether hon. friends of mine hav 
noticed in this debate and in the utter 
ances made by the Party opposite on th 
subject of Home Rule. I think 
statements have been quoted by my two 
hon. friends to-night in whieh di 
tinguished Gentlemen belonging to thi 
other side have told us that they will noi 
take office unless thev are returned in- 
dependently of the Irish Party, and that 
their difficulties will be very great i! 
they depend upon Irish support. 


folie 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.): What 


about the Education Act ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let me trans 
late that into practical language. It 
means that if hon Gentlemen ar 


returned in a large majority, then th 
Members for Ireland may whistle, but 
if they are returned in a small majority, 
then in ‘“‘ Heaven’s name justice for Tre- 
land.” And I think some of the difficulty 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have In stating 
what exactly they may like to do if the. 
are returned to power in the next Parlia- 
ment is because they are not yet quite 
certain whether they will er will not be 
independent of hon. fron 
Ireland, and until revelation on 
the subject is vouchsafed to them we must 
expect hesitating and ambiguous answers 
to such questions as have been asked ot 
them by my hon. friends to-night. 


Gentlemen 
some 


The right hon. Gentleman was good 
enough to interpret certain recent events 
of which he gave a most erroneous 
account—[“* Oh ’?}—an utterly and hope- 
lesslv erroneous account [“Oh”] as 
indicating some approximation between 
the opinion of some hon. Gentlemen 
cn this side with these which he himself 
holds. There is no such approximation 
if he holds, as I believe him to hold, the 
doctrines to which he has constantly 
given utterance. There is, I believe, 
not a single man on this side of the 
House who does not held as the cardinal 
article of his political faith that Hone 
Rule for Ireland would be a gift fatal to 
Treland and fatal to England. We 
stand now, one and all of us, as fat 
as I know, exactly where we stood in 
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firsts Home Rule Bill was introduced, 
and in the year 1893, when the second 
Home Rule Bill was introduced, and 
ii, in the course of that political 
evolution of which the right hon. Gentle- 
inan spoke, a time should come when, 
under the impulse of hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway, the Radical Party 
opposite should attempt again, for the 
third time, to try the same unhappy ad- 
venture, I promise them they will find 
on this side of the House opponents 
\bsolutely unanimous and_ strenuously 
esolved to say that the unity of the 
kingdom shall be preserved. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) continued the debate, 
unid Ministerial cries of “ Asquith.” 


Mr. TurF rose in his place, and claimed 
‘co move “That the Question be now 
put.” 


THe SPEAKER: I cannot accept 
‘hat Motion. The Question was only 
put from the Chair at half-past ten, 
iiter speeches from the proposer and 
seconder lasting nearly an hour, in 
which the opinions of a great number 
of hon. and right hon. Gentlemen were 
‘hallenged. Since then there have been 
only three speeches, and, therefore, I 
lo not think it would be right to put the 
()uestion. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY, amid 
ronsiderable interruption from the 


Ministerial side, continued speaking until 
twelve o'clock. 


And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday 
next. 
ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
{[THirp READING. ] 


Order for the Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


*Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Owestry) 
moved that the Bill be recommitted in 
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order to insert a new clause to abolish 


, Corporal punishment in military prisons. 


He asked the House to allow him to state 
the fact sin regard to this subject, which, 
in his opinion, were of great importance. 
When the Bill was last before the House 
the subject was discussed at seven o'clock 
in the morning when it was impossible 
to deal with it properly. He thought 
the flogging which went on in military 
prisons was unnecessary and inex- 
pedient, and it was a blot on the national 
name which should be deleted. He 
was not going to take his stand on the 
narrow ground that the military prisons 
were not governed by statute by the more 
humane Prisons Act of 1898 instead of the 
Acts of 1865 and 1877. The offences for 
which flogging in military prisons would 
be inflicted were mutiny and in- 
citement to mutiny, and gross personal 
violence to an officer or servant in prison. 
The rules provided that corporal punish- 
ment for these offences should only be 
inflicted (1) on the order of three visitors 
specially summoned after inquiry upon 
oith and determination concerning the 
matter reported to them; and (2) on 
approval by the general or other officer 
commanding the district or station. 
They further provided that corporal 
punishment should be inilicted with a 
“cat” or birch rod, and that the instru- 
iments in both instances should be of a pat- 
tern approved by the Secretary of State ; 
that the number of lashes or strokes 
inflicted on a prisoaer should not exceed 
twenty-five; and that the order for 
the punishment should be duly entered 
in the appointed manner, and the number 
of lashes or strokes and the instrument 
with which they were to be inflicted 
should in all cases be stated in such order. 


The men who were sent to military 
prisons were committed for military 
offences. Flogging could not be inflicted 
for these offences outside the prisoa. 
While the numer of cases of flogging 
was not very large, it should be noted 
that in the best managed prisons that 
they did not ozcur at all. It was in the 
smaller and inferior prisons that they 
occurred. He had looked carefully into 
the reports for the last few years, and 
he found that, in almost every case 
where flogging was resorted to as a punish- 
ment, there was something wrong in 
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the discipline or efficiency of the prison. 
In 1902 the prisoners at the following 
places were—Aldershot, 2,986; Dover, 
1,757; Gosport, 1,783; York, 1,302; 
and Malta, 1,638. These were all the 
prisons in which there were more than 
1,000 prisoners. At Dover, two prisoners, 
at Gosport, fourteen, and at York, six, 
had to be put in irons, but at none 
of the prisons mentioned did flogging 
take place. In the same year the 
prisoners at the following smaller 
prisons were—Woking, 228; Curragh, 
852; Stirling, 248; Bermuda, 309; 
Cano, 408; and Pietermaritzburg, 294. 
At Woking, four prisoners, Curragh, five, 
Stirling, two, Bermuda, one, and Piecter- 
maritzburg, one, were put in irons; and 
the floggings were— Woking, one. Curragh, 
two, Stirling one, Bermuda, two, Cairo, 
one, and Pietermaritzburg, The 
statistics for 1905 in regard to the large 
prisons were :— Aldershot, 5,454 prisoners; 


one. 


Dover, 1,706: Gosport, 1,346: York, 
1.417; Dublin, 1,585 and Malta, 
1.551. There were put in irons at Dover 


four, Gosport, eight, and York, eight ; 
while the floggings were — one at Gos- 
port and two at Dublin. As to the 
smaller prisons for the same year the 
statistics were—Woking, 899; Curragh, 
770; Stirling Bermuda, 274; 
Cairo, 547; Pietermaritzburg ; 117, and 
Jamaica. 189. There were put in irons— 
seven at Woking, three at Curragh, one 
at Stirling, and one at Jamaica. The 
floggings were—three at Woking and one 
at Jamaica. ‘These statistics showed 
that it was all a question of management. 
He had put together the figures for the 
three lergest prisons—Aldershot, Dover. 
and Malta. In two years the number oi 
prisoners in these was 12,892; and there 
was no case of flogging. In the three 
smaller prisons—Woking, Curragh, and 
Sermuda—the number of prisoners was 
3,002 and there were eight cases oi 


2965: 


flogging. That was, that in the best 
managed prisons they did not find 


the same number of floggings as in 
small, ill-constructed prisons. He would 
give one or two extracts from the 
reports on certain prisons. Alder- 
shot: The Gover:or’s report for 1902 
said— 

From careful observation during the year I 
am led to believe that the reforms instituted 
since 1898 are either proving a better deterrent 
than the system or are so inuring soldiers to 
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strict military discipline that they keep olear 
much oftener than they used to do.” 

* In Dover,they found a similar state of 
things. The Governor reported in 1902— 

“The new system of treatment is now 
thoroughly established and the improvements 
wrought in the condition and general demeanour 
of the men are evidence of its effectiveness.” 

Malta was not only a great garrison 
town, but also a half-way house to those 
bounds of the Empire, where, as it had. 
been said— 

“*There ain’t no ten commandments, 
And a man can raise a thirst.” 

But the conduct of the prison was 
highly creditable in every way, and led 
to the most satisfactory results. In 
1902 the Governor's report stated— 

“The good behaviour in prison is'chiefly due 
the tactful manner in which the prisoners are 
dealt with by the subordinates.” 

And in 1903 the Governor reported— 

« Experience proves that the present systen 
of dealing with military offenders is both de- 
terrent and beneficial to the soldier. It 
distinct advance on the old conditions when 
punishment in the form of hard manual labou: 
was the only recognised means of effecting the 
reform of the soldier.” 


is a 


fe came now to the prisons wher 
the treatment was exceedingly severe 
or the buildings bad and where the 
results were not good. The first was 
Woking where the authority, was evi- 
dently of the martinet order. The Gover- 
nor reported in 1902— 

“The destruction of equipment and clothing 
has lately been pulled up with a very sharp turn, 
two prisoners having been the same day convicted 
cf the offence and sentenced to eighteen months 
and seventeen months respectively. The pr 
mulgation cf the Court-martial proceeding- 
brought about a most salutary effect ant 
warning. 

At Curragh he found the Governor 
made a complaint of want of accommoda- 
tion. He said in his report for 1902— 

‘I sincerely hope that the enlargement 
scheme will be carried out shortly as the prisor 
is deticient ot offices, stores, Workshops, receptio! 
rooms, ete.” 

At Bermuda the Superintendent’s report 
Was— 

“T consider that the prison is badly, built for 
discipline.” 


Now, he was convinced that in those 


‘cases there was no need for flogging to 


maintain discipline. Where there were 
a large number of prisoners discipline 
was easv. with good wanagemert. He 
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had been himself a visiting justice in a 
large lunatic asylum and discipline was 
maintained there without flogging. 
Flogging was not only brutal, but it 
jell unequally and more heavily on 
the weak than on the strong. An 
hon. Member had spoken of the cat- 
o’-nine-tails, which formerly had three 
knots on each lash but had now only 
oie; and that the handle which formerly 
had a spring grip now had no spring; 
and the hon. Member for Taunton 
said that when he had seen a prisoner 
flogged the prisoner laughed. But the 
hoa. Member forgot to say that that might 
hive been a hysterical lauzh and he also 
admitted that the doctor and the nurse 
had fainted at the horrible sight. He 
did not believe that the House wished 
f-rthe continuance of this brutal treat- 


ment. He should be told that flogging 
Was hecessary to maintain discipline. 


Necessity was the excuse of tyrants and 
the cree! of slaves. He, himself, did not 
believe in the necessity. He would re- 
mind hon, Members epposite that if they 
gave a vote for the continuance of this 
punishment they would be justly accused 
of voting for inflicting methods of barbar- 
ism on the British soldier. 


*Mr. TOMKKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said that the real point at which his hon. 
friend and colieagues were aiming seemed 
to have been missed or ignored by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War. When a soldier enlisted, 
although he was told that this odious 
punisiment of flogging was not to be in- 
flicted upon him, he might get into 
trouble over some trivial offence without 
any moral stigma attaching to it. There 
were a number of such for which he 
might be tried by Court-martial—such as 
for striking a superior officer, no matter 
how great the provocation might have 
been. He was then taken toa military 
prison. As soon as he came to that military 
prison he became amenable to the punish- 
ment of flogging. Hut in that prison he 
remained a soldier. That was the great 
point of improvement he gladly recog- 
nised in their military prisons. The 
great object was to keep him a soldier, to 
improve the man as a soldier, and instead 
of putting him to degrading and useless 
tasks to improve him in every way in his 


profession, and with the very best results. | 
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But what might happen? The soldier 
might be a passionate man, and under a 
warder utterly unfit to have the care of 
prisoners. That was the very great 
drawback of military prisons. The hon. 
Member who moved the recommitment 
had shown the great difference between 
the smaller old-fashioned prisons and the 
large well-appointed prisons. There were 
double as many corporal punishments 
inflicted in the former as the latter. 
That proved that the so-called necessity 
for punishment of that kind was only an 
excuse for inability to maintain proper 
dise.pline by other methods. In confir- 
mation of that statement, he came across 
only the previous day the latest Report 
on the Civil Prisons of Ireland, including 
the Convict Prison of Mountjoy. Out of 
39,765 prisoners and 1,796 punishments 
for offences, there was not one single case 
of tlogzing and only one case of the use 
handeutis, It was a deg ading and 
brutal form of punishmen’. it was the 
punishment of slives and left its marks 
upon a man, which was as bad as servi- 
tude and was a disqualification for civil 
emplovment. It left still deeper marks 
of hatred, revenge, and resentment— 
exactly the opposite effect to what cura- 
tive and ameliorative punishment ought 
to have. From the sympathetic Answers 
given to Questioas by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State he was 
convinced he would be very glad to be 
able to dispense with corporal punish- 
ment altogether, and he appealed to him 
whether he could not see his way to the 
total abolition of the punishment of flog- 
ging in military prisons, because, the 
inmates of those prisons being still 
soldiers, so long as that existed it could 
not be said that flogging had been abol- 
ished in the British Army. 


ot 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘now read the third 
time,” and add the words ‘recommitted in 
respect of a New Clause’ (Prohibition of cor- 
poral punishment).”—(Mr. Bright.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNOLD-ForstkEr, Belfast, N.) 
said he could not agree to the Motion for 
the recommittent of the measure, but he 
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had no complaint to make whatever of 
the speech of the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down. He knew the subject 
had engaged the hon. Member’s attention 
for many years. He had only one com- 


plaint to make of the speech of the hon, | 


Member for Oswestry. He thought the 
hon. Member must know as well as any 
other hon. Member in the House that the 
words he used were inexact. It was as 
true to say that flogging was a necessary 
part of the institutions of his own family 
as to say, as he said, that it was part 
of the institutions of the British Army. 
The hon. Member knew perfectly well that 
apart from prison punishment for certain 
kinds of offences there was no flogging in 
the British Army, and he knew perfectly 
well that he himself and any member of 
his family, if they were to commit any 
offence and to be committed with hard 
Ixbour into any civil prison, and were to 
commit whilst there any of those offences 
to which flogging applied in military 
prisons, would be hable to corporal 
punishment. Hecould not see what view 
of duty could compel an hon, Member to 
make a statement which seemed so very 
far from the exact fact. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Crewe, he believed, desired that 
that punishment should be excluded 
from all prisons. That was a view which 
might be most consistently held and to 
which he took no exception, but were 
they to say that in military prisons an 
immunity was to be given to those who 
committed those horrible offences, and in 
military prisons alone ? 


Let him give an example of the 
kind otf offence for which such 
punishment was awarded. He would 


give them an account of what happened 
in a military prison—a brutal attack upon 
a warder, in which a man fell upon the 


warder, gouged his eve out, committed | 


nameless mutilation upon him, and nearly 
killed him. That offence was made a 
subject of inquiry, as all those offences 
must be, with evidence under oath, and 
was punished in the way prescribed. 
Why should there be an immunity for a 
man committing that offence ina military 
prison and not in a civil prison? The 
management of civil prisons at the present 
day to a largeextent discouraged anything 
of that sort, it was true, but he would 
remind the hon. Member that the per- 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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| centage of punishments of that sort was far 
| less in military prisons than incivil prisons, 
and that in the whole of the United 
Kingdom there was not last year a 
single punishment of that kind in the 
whole of the military prisons. He was 
glad the hon. Member for Owestry 
had abandoned the point that there was 
any distinction inthis matter bet ween mili- 
tary and civil prisons with regard to the 
operation of the Act of 1898. The Rules 
on this point were clear, the reason being 
that in the passage of the Act of 1898 
the military authorities took legal advice 
and incorporated the provisions of the 
Act into the Rules. That was not an 
accident; it was the deliberate action of 
the authorities. 


The hon. Member had made a some- 
what exaggerated statement. It was 
said that there were fifty per cent. 
more punishments in the prisons badly 
reported on than in the prisons well 
reported on, but when one found that 
in three years there were two punishments 
inflicted in the one, and only one in the 
other <lass of prison, the fifty per cent. 
was not quite so formidable. If hon. 
Members really desired to remove 
corporal punishment altogether as a 
protection to warders in prisons, that was 
a matter which might fairly be argued 
on the general question; but he failed to 
see why soldiers who happened to be 
warders should be deprived of the pro- 
tection which the jurisprudence of the 
country considered necessary for warders 
in ordinary prisons. It was unfortunate 
that such statements as had been put 
forward should be made with regard to 
the Army. Ifhe really believed that hon. 
Members were as solicitous as they ex- 
pressed themselves for the private soldier 
and his welfare he would receive——[Cries 
of “ Order.”’] 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley) asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman wis in order in 
calling in question the motives of hon. 
Members. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
right hon. Gentleman really went so far 
as to cast anv imputation onthe motives 
of hon. Members. He siid he did not 
think they were as solicitous as they 














nner 








Army 


1525 


professed to be. That is not a very 
courteous expression, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER thought his 
meaning was perfectly clear. 


Mr. DILLON (Maye, E.): It is grossly 
offensive. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said his 
point was that it was unfortunate that 
this distinction should be drawn to the 
detriment of the soldiers, and the soldiers 
should be given to understand that an 
arrangement existed for their punishment 
which did not exist for members of the 
community at large. That was not the 
case. Whatever the disabilities might 
be they had been supported by hon. 
Members opposite. and the Party 
opposite had introduced a similar Bill 
year after year. He thought he had 
given sufficient reasons why the Bill 
should not be recommitted, and he hoped 
the Amendment would be rejected. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON deeply  re- 
gretted the attitude the Government 
had taken up in this matter, as, after the 
discussion of last week, he had been hope- 
ful that they would, upon reconsideration, 
have been prepared to make such changes 
in the Bill as would place soldiers in the 
position in which the public believed 
them to be, viz., that of members of an 
Army in which flogging had been en- 
tirely abolished. The occupants of 
military prisons were soldiers, and when 
they were flogged they were flogged as 
soldiers; therefore it could not truly be 
said that flogging had been abolished in 
the British Army. He yielded to no 
man in his desire to get in the Army the 
very best class of men, but, speaking from 
communications he had received from 
men who served in South Africa, he could 
assure the House that the unnecessarily 
harsh treatment to which they were sub- 
jected, and the neglect to pay the arrears 
due to them—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I would remind the 
hon. Member that arrears of pay are one 
thing, but flogging is another. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said he would 
be sorry for the impression to be spread 
abroad that soldiers in military prisons 
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were subjected to a greater stigma than 
criminals in civil prisons. It was 
true that by rule the Act of 1898 
had been applied to military prisons, but 
it was quite possible for the authorities 
to withdraw from them the benefits of 
that Act, whereas the occupants of civil 
prisons enjoyed those benefits as a legal 
right. He regretted that the Amend- 
ment had not been accepted by the 
Government, because its acceptance 
would have shown a desire to mitigate 
any unnecessary hardship and merciless 
treatment to which soldiers might be 
subject. 


Mr. DILLON reminded the House 
that the abolition of flogging in the 
Army itself was one of the first works of 
the Irish Party. He 1emembered that 
when twenty-six years ago, under the 
leadership of Mr. Parnell, they en- 
deavoured to free the British soldier 
from the liability to punishment by 
flogging they were denounced by military 
men as being anxious to destroy the 
morale of the Army. All the argu- 
ments the right hon. Gentleman had 
brought forward that night were made 
familiar to Members at that time; over 
and over again the detiils of the hideous 
committed by soldiers 


crimes were 
related ; and the House was asked 
whether they were going to with- 
draw from officers the protection 


which the power to give this punish- 
ment afforded them. But were there 
no outrages committed in the streets 
of our cities? Why should a warder 
have special protection and _ the 
ordinary policeman not? Many years 
ago flogging was abolished in the 
ordinary prisons of Treland, and the 
universal tes‘imony of inspectors was 
that discipline was improved. In the 
penal prison of Mountjoy flogging was 
legal, but, seeing the good effect the 
abolition of flogging had had in the 
ordinary prison, the governor decided to 
attempt to maintain discipline at Mount- 
joy without physical punishment. The 
effect of the experiment was such that the 
same course had been followed by succes- 
sive governors, with the result that flog- 
ging, although legal, had been practically 
abolished for many years. If discipline 
could be not only maintained, but im- 
proved, without flogging and with the 
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worst class of criminals, surely a similar 
result could be secvred in military 
ptisons. In military prisons there were 


always a number of men who had not | the only 


committed any moral offence whatever. 
A great number of military ofiences arose 
from men losing their temper, perhaps 
under great provocation, and committing 
breaches of discipline which, although 
they had to be punished, did not indicate 
any depravity of moral character. 

No man, unless he had served a term of 
imprisonment, could really realise the 
conditions under which prisoners lived. 
Subject to privon discipline, knocked 
about by warders, no man could be sure 
that he would not lose his temper and 
become liable to this horrible punishment. 
The terrible thing about the flogging 
system was that a man of really gcod 
moral character might have inflicted upon 
him this hideous punishment  firem 
which the victim never wholly recovered. 
If in a moment of exasperation a man 
committed some offence against prison 
d‘scipline he was liable to be subjected 
to this hideous punishnient from which 
he never recovered, and he was never the 
sme man afterwards, for he received 
marks of degradation which remained 
with him for life. It was ihe degradation 
that wes so horrible, and this punishment 
was frequently inflicted on account of 
momentiury explosions of passion. The 
Secretary for War had met this argument 
ii &@ most improper way. ‘The majority 
of the cases in which flogging was re- 
sorted to were instances of conflicts 
between the prisoners and the warders 
in which the prisoner was very often 
brutally treated in the first place by the 
warder. He had known cases where 
warders had provoked prisoners by strik- 
ing them with heavy keys, knocking them 
down senseless, and even alter this 
punishment the unfortunate prisoner was 
charged with assaulting the warder and 
punished again, It was nothing short 
of insolence for the Secretary of State 
for War to recite a case of an atrocious 
assault upon a warder. 


Oswestry who had introduced this subject, 


and he thought the common-sense of the | 


country would support his views. He 
thought the more humane treatment now 
in vogue in the prisons of Ireland ought 
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| sympathetic as anybody else. 


He deeply | 


s\mpathised with the hon. Member for | 
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*CoLoNEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) reminded hon. Members that in 
time of war flogging was regarded as 
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alternative to being shot. 
|Other punishments were now — sub- 
stituted, but care should be taken 


|that the capital punishment was not 


increased, He thought that in regard 
to flogging his right hon, friend the 
Secretary of State for War was as 
He was 
of opinion, however, that both in civil 
and military prisons they might adop‘ 


‘some form of punishment instead ot 


flogging. He was quite sure that the 
right hon. Gentleman would be anxious 
to do this if he could see his way clear 
to adopt it. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Safiron 
Walden) said he had _ retreshed his 
memory in regard to a statement hi 
made on this question upon a previous 
occasion, and he had very little to with- 
draw. He found that the position had 
been very materially altered, and instead 
of men being flogged for very trivial 
they were only punished in 
this way for the more serious offences 
In 1895 there was a case of floggin: 
for barricading the cell door, anothe: 
for attempting to commit suicide, anc 
wnother for damaging prison property 
He was glad that now there were onl\ 
two offences—mutiny and assault—fo: 
which prisoners could be flogged. He 
agrecd with the hon. Member for Kast 
Mayo that flogging was not a deterrent. 
He did not see what object could be 
gained by flogging—it was no protectio: 
to the warders, and there were othei 
methods which would prove a muci: 
greater deterrent without the inflictior 
of pain. He objected to the system o 
flogsing because it brutalised not onl 
the person who was flogged but the 
individuals who inflicted it and also thos 
whe witnessed it. They had all heard 
of the prison doctor who, althougl 
accustomed to all sorts of horrible sights. 
actually fainted at the sight of a prisone: 
being flogged. That was only one instanc: 
of the brutalising effect of flogging. Th 
sight of flogging might be shocking t 
those who witnessed it for the first tim« 


offences 


but after one had seen it three or fou: 
| times he became callous and demoralised 


to be gocd enough for military prisoners. | Flogging a man lowered his self-respect. 


Mr, Dillon, 
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and if they did that they spoiled the 
chance of reforming him. In one of 
his books on India Lord Roberts referred 
to a case in which men were flogged 
for destroying saddlery, and stated 
that as soon as they got new saddles to 
replace those desiroved they at once 
destroyed them. Lord Roberts expressed 
himself very much aggrieved at their 
having been flogged, and his gratification 
that they were not flogged again for the 
second offence. These men afterwards 
had a high record in the British Army. 

they had been punished in another 
way discipline might have been equally 
well supported. He thought discipline 
could be maintained in military 
without recourse being had to this cruel 
treatment. The prisoners in these gaols 


GAOIS 


were sentenced for special offences for 
which no civilian could be indicted. The 
fact that these men hed volunteered 
their service for the defence of the 


country was @ consideration which made 
it the duty of the House to see that no 
act of injustice was done by which they 
might be brutalised. The sconer flogging 
was abolished the better it would be for 
the and 


country the Army. He was 
informed that in the military gaols of 


France and Germany flogging had been 
abolished. Jithese countries could main- 
tain military discipline without that 
form oi punishment surely the same thing 
could be done in Great Britain. 


CoLONEL SANDYS (Lancashire, Bootle) 


said he had listened carefully to the 
arguments cf hon. Gentlemen on the 


other side, and as there was another 
aspect of the question he would en- 
deavour to place it beiore the House ina 
temperate way. The hon. Member 
the Satiron Walden Division had referred 
to the degradation which the punish- 
ment of flogging involved. While he 
himseli was in the Army he had seen 
many men flogged, but he never knew of 
« good man being flogged. He had 
known many bed men __ flogged 
who became good men afterwards. 
As a child he had _ himself 
flogged, and he believed he well deserved 
it. [An Hon. MemBEr: You ought to 
get more of it.| They knew the pro- 
verb “Spare the rod, and spoil the 
child.’ If it was good for a child, surely 
it was not altogether wrong for the 


for 
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soldier who transgressed against the first 
duty of his profession, namely, obedience. 
If a soldier on the field was guilty of in- 
subordination, what were they to do? 
The alternative to flogging him was to 
shoot him. The hon Gentleman opposite 
had stated that discipline was main- 
tained in the French and German armies 
without flogging. Tf a French or Ger- 
man soldier struck an officer he would 
be shot at ence. 


Mr. SPEAKER : The debate is rather 
tending to a discussion the cld 
methods and circumstances under which 
the punishment of flogging was imposed. 
The question now before the House is 
merely in regard to flogging for particular 
offences. 


ot 


CotoneEL SANDYS acceptea the 
ruling. A certain class of men were 
so brutal to start with that the only 
way to deal with them was to flog 
them. Inthe case of unmitigated ruffians 

who committed assaults on women and 


children the penalty of flogging was the 
only one that appealed to them. Men of 
that cl were more comtortable in 
prison than in their own homes. Ii they 
knew pie when they offendea against 
prison discipline they would have to suffer 
in their person they would hesitate be- 
fore they did anything to bring this 
punishment upon themselves. It did not 
brutalise them because they were brutal 
to start with. 


ass 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said he would instance a case which he 
thought aflorded the most scathing coni- 
Incntary the whole system. In 1902 
in Curragh Gaol two prisoners received 
corporal punishment. !n one ot these 
punishment was inflicted be- 
prisoner struck at the chict 
warder with his dinner knife on that 
officer opening the cel door to disarm 
him, he being seen in the act of cutting 
his throat. Instead of being flogged that 


on 


eases the 
cause the 


man ought to have been sent to a 
lunatic asylum. That was a complete 
answer to the case brought  ior- 


ward by the Secretary of State for War. 
He thought his hon. friend had made out 
a very good case indeed for his Motion. 
That case was that in good, well-con- 
structed prisons there were no instances of 
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corporal punishment, whereas in ill-con- 
structed and badly conducted prisons 
there was a good deal of corporal 
punishment. He would give two in- 
stances of a good prison, and two of a 
bad. The Medical Officer of Malta 
Military Prison said in the report for 
1902— 


“T am certain that the present system of 
treatment in military prisons is proving very 
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beneficial to the welfare of the soldier, and 
shows its value more and more as time 
goes on. I know that the prisoners are now 


better off, morally and physically, give little or | 


no trouble, take an interest in their work, and 


are improved in many ways by their stay in | 


prison, whilst their soldier qualities are not 
depreciated. 
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In this prison there are ‘now no | 
cases of violence or attempted suicide, very | 


little malingering, and the numbers reporting | 


sick are much less than in former years. In a 


word, the soldier is not now treated asa hopeless, | 
degraded, troublesome item, to be got rid of as | 


uietly as possible, but is made el tha ris | : : yo 
quietly as possible, but is made to feel that he is | 7 anner which he had hitherto exhibited, 


still a soldier capable of regaining, by good con- 
duct, his lost position.” 


Now, in that prison there were 1,638 
prisoners and not one single case of 
corporal punishment. 


nor reported — 


“From careful observation during the year. I 
am led to believe that the reforms instituted since 
1898, by which the prison system became strict | 
military discipline, strict separation, drill and | 
gymnastics, and industrial work, instead of con- | 
vict garb, convict discipline, shot drill and | 
oakum picking, are either proving a better | 
deterrent than the old system, or are so inuring 
soldiers to strict military discipline that, having 
once undergone a sentence of imprisonment, they 
keep clear much oftener than they used to do.” 


Now in that prison there were 2,986 | 
prisoners, and not a single case of cor- 
poral punishment that year. He now 
came to the Bermuda Prison, which was 
one of the bad prisons, The Superin- 
tendent of that prison in his report for 
1902 said— 


“T consider that the prison is badly built for 
discipline when there are more than ten or 
twelve prisoners, owing to the number of 
passages and turns, and it is therefore nearly 
impossible for one warder to superintend more 
than four prisoners when moving about the 
prison, especially as five out of seven prison 
officials are on probation, and at present rather 
inexperienced in the work. The consequence 
is that there is a great tendency among the 
prisoners to communicate with each other and 
this offence is of frequent occurrence.” 


In that prison there were 309 prisoners ; 
one was in irons and two had received 


Mr, Soares. 


He now turned | 
to Aldershot Prison, on which the Gover- | 
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corporal punishment. The report of the 
Governor of Stirling Military Prison was— 
“The present accommodation is most inade- 
quate.” 
and'‘of the 228 prisoners two were in 
irons and one had received corporal 
punishment. 


| Now, having regard to these facts, 
‘he considered that his hon. friend 
‘had made out his case; and that 
‘the right hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
‘of State for War should institute an 
‘independent inquiry, and, if the right hon. 
Gentleman agreed to do so, his friend 
'would, he believed, withdraw his 
Amendment with the approval of a 
considerable number of hon. Members 
‘on that side of the House. but, if the 
right hon, Gentleman resisted that pro- 
posal and continued the high and haughty 


| that conduct was sure to meet with the 





| gress. 


| reward which it deserved, 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said he 
would point out to the right hon. ‘rentle- 
man the Secretary for War that he could 
not continue to treat this matter in the 
cavalier manner he had done in his first 


‘reply. He would remind the right hon. 
'Gentleman that the most importan 


changes that had taken place in the 
recruiting of the Army had been secured 
by discussions on the Army Annual 
Bill. Everyone acquainted with the 
Army knew that the soldiers thought a 
great deal about this flogging of their 
comrades in military prisons, He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War that when the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich brought 
forward the question of recruits bringing 
characters from former employers, 
that was only carried by discussion on 
the Army Annual Bill. In point of fact 
the whole scheme of the Army Annual 
Bill had been grea ly modified as a result 
of such discussions as were now in pro- 
If that were so, then the Third 
Reading of the Army Annual Bill was 
the proper moment to raise questions of 
this kind. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for War had argued that 
it was unreasonabl> to discuss all these 
points, because former Parliaments had 
passed this Bill; but he contended that 
when such matters of great importance 
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to the weifare of the Army were raised, 
they ought to be fully discussed. The 
rght hon. Gentleman also ergued that it 
was only soldiers who committed assaults 
on warders who were flogged: and he 
give an instance. But that case was 
well countered by his hon. friend who 
showed that on two other occasions 
flogging was inflicted for assaults which 


were the very natural outcome of a 
soldier being drivento desperation. The 


soldier was liable to be imprisoned for 
so-called crimes, which were not only not 
misdemeanours, but which could hardly 
be designated by the name of faults if 
not committed by a soldier, He would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for War that it was possible for 
a soldier who omitted to pay for a 
chartered vehicle after a certain time to 
be imprisoned. But that was not the 
only part of the Annual! Act which per- 
mitted « man to be be imprisoned. It was 
a fact that soldiers, especially on active 
service, or in the period immediately 
preceding active service, were imprisoned 
for offences of the slightest character. 
There was a case which came before his 
notice in South Africa in which a soldier 
was Court-martialled for sleeping at his 
There was no doubt whatever this 
unfortunate man had suffered most 
severely from toothache and was in a 
most debilitated condition, having had 
little sleep for many days. Curiously 
enough he was about to be sent home 
under the terms of his enlistment, and 
had only about half an hour more to 
stand at his post. It was actually within 
ten minutes of that man becoming free 
from service that an officer came round 
andiound him asleep. He was sentenced 
to a term of imprisonment for several 
vears, and might easily have been shot. 
Could it be wondered at that military 
prisoners, sentenced in thit way for 
such offences, were frequently violent @ 

Military prisoners, as the hon. Member 
for Crewe and those who had studied the 
question well knew, bitterly resented 
verv often the offences for which they 
were sentenced. Jf they bitterly reseuted 
them, could it be right that those men, 
sentenced for crimes for which no civilian 
would be sentenced, should be liable to 
he flogged? It would be wise that they 
should abolish flogging in all prisons, 
but whether they did that or not in all 


post, 
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prisons, undoubtedly they had better 
abolish it in military prisons. It was 
an added reason for so doing that it was 
extremely likely that unless some change 
took place in their present Governments, 
a greatly increased number of mes would 
be subject to military law. Under the 
provisions brought before the House only 
the previous dav, a greatly increased 
number of men would be subject to 
military law and liable to imprisonment 
for offences which would not be even 
faults except under military law. There 
would be an increased uumber of men 
who would vehemently resent the results 
of a law which they never foresaw. 
There would, therefore, be all the 
more reason why that flogging, which 
was much more prevalent in military 
than in civil prisons he still con- 
tended, and which did no good to 
the man and certainly harm to the 
system, would be on the increase. There- 
fore he asked the right hon. Gentleman 
to make some concession. Hon. Mem- 
bers on that side had not raised that 
discussion in any factious spirit. There 
might have been some resentment on a 
prior occasion, when there was a failure 
to disclose information which they 
thought ought to be given, but there was 
no such feeling on the present occasion. 
But there was a verv general opinion on 
the part of hon. Members that flogging 
in military prisons should be abolished, 
and there had been very forcible reasons 
adduced to show that flogging in well- 
managed prisons did not obtain at all, but 
in badly-managed prisons did obtain. 
Therefore there was reason to 
suppose that flogging might be 
unnecessary in well-managed prisons, and 
therefore that, after all, hon. Members on 


his side might be right, and that 
flogging in itself was a bad thing. Taking 


all those things into consideration, he 
would beg the right hon. Gentleman to re- 
consider the answer he had given, and if 
possible to grant some inquiry into the 
flogging in military prisons in order to 
see whether it might not be possible al- 
together to abolish a degrading, un- 
worthy, and altogether unwise punish- 
ment, 


Mr. Secretary ARNOLD-FoRSTER rose 
in his place and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 
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now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, Jamas Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reyneil 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn Gerald W( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach. Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck. Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

3utcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Unig. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Ghas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett. T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, Williain Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery. Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Question put, “That the Question be | 
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AYES. 


| Forster, Henry William 

| Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W.) 
| Gardner, Ernest 

| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 

| Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W(BurySEdm’ nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 


| Gretton, John 

| Groves, James Grimble 

| Guthrie, Waiter Murray 

| Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

; Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynemouth 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N. We 
Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R. 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legee, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Lucas, Reginald J.{Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hanane! 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W..J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 





Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES. 


Boland, John 
Brigg, John 
Caldwell, James 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) | 


Morgan, David.J (Walthamstow | 
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The House divided :—Aves, 171; Noes» 
(Division List No. 136.) 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Path) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 


| aan . Pt 
| Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) | 


Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley) | 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tandles, John §S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renwick, George 

toberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 


sound, Rt. Hon. James 

Sutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpooi) 
Sackville. Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 


| Seott, 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 


' Smith, RtHn J.Parker(Lanarks 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 


| Stewart, Sir Mark J. M’Taggart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Stroyan, John 


| Talbot, Lord 


Ki. (Chichester) 


| Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 


Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 


Webb, Colonel William George 


| Welby, Lt.-Col..A.C E (Taunton 


| Wentworth, 


Bruce C. Vernon 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


| Causton, 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hocd 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Richard Knight 


| Channing, Francis Allston 


Cheetham, John Frederick 


Cogan, Denis J. 
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Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 


Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Ave, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

french, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Neir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 


£ the Question.” 


\gg-Gardner, James Tynte 
\gonew, Sir Andrew Nocl 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
\rnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
\rrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
\ubrey-Fletcher, RtHno.SirH. 
Bayot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Alien Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

slundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 


Campbell, J. H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
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Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michaei 

Kennedy, P. J.(Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 


| Kilbride, Denis 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 
| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


Langley, Batty 


Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


M'Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murnaghan, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norman, Henry 
0’ Brien, Kendal (T’pper’ryMid 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Mara, James 

Partington, Oswald 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron, Walden) 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 





Tie House 
105. 


AYES. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Colston, Chas. filw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Karl of 

Dairvmple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wiliiam Bromley 
Davies, Sir Horatio D.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
| Doughty Sir George 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Invern’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes | 
| 


Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
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{ Rea,*Russell 
Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John F. (Waterford 
| Roche, John 
20e, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHn.CR.( Northants 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Toulmin, George 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Conrtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES — Mr. 
Bright and Mr. Tomkinson. 


divided :—Ayes, 171; Noes, 


(Division List No. 137.) 


Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W (B’rySEdm nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 


| Gretton, John 

| Groves, James Grimble 
| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
| Halsey, 


Xt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Margof( L’nd’nderry 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
| Heath, Sir Jas.(Staffords.N. W. 


Helder, Augustus 


| Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 


| Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 


Hunt, Rowland 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
| Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
| Kenyon-Slaney,RtHon.Col. W 


Kerr, Joha 
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Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W. (MileEnd) 
Lawson, John G (Yorks. N. R.) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lucas,Reginald J.(Portsmo’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Iver, SirLewis (Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


Armi 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. | 


Maxwell, RtHn.SirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William ( Burnley) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Deviin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 

Klibank, Master of 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ftrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Fiynn, Jamas Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr,Tydvil) 
liarwood, George 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
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| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, Fas! 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker(Lanarks, 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand 


| Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
| Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel] Richard 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John §. 

Rankin, Sir James 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Renwick, George 
| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lient.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott. Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


NOES. 


| Hayden, John Patrick 

| Healy, ‘Timothy Michael 

| Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

| Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Lief (Appleby 

Jones Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath, N. 
| Kennedy. Vincent P.(Cavan, W) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal,W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M'Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M-Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Norman, Henry 

| O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, § ) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

| O’ Dowd, John 


| Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Hon.A.(Ormskirk) 

| Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord(Lancs. } 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

| Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUnin 

| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 

| Tuff, Charles 

| Webb, Colonel William Georg: 

| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunto: 

| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W.H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES — 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Mara, James 
| Partington, Oswald 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron, Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Rea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E.(Waterford} 
Roche, John 
20e, Sir Thomas 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B,) 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
| Spencer, Rt. HnC. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe } 
| Tennant, Harold John 
Toulmin, George 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay 'T. 
White, George (Nortolky 
| 
| 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 
| Bright and Mr. Tomkinson. 
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Whereupon Mr. 


Forster claimed, 


Question be now put.” 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn, John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
sailey, James (Walworth) 
saird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn Sir MichaelHicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur 
Brassey, Albert 
Brotherton, Edward 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt.Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Griffith 


Allen 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Everton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Fellows, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
I ielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
: inlay,Sir R.B. (Inwrn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw: ard Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 


VOL. CXUIV, 


Sceretary 
“That 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| Guthrie, 
| Halsey, Rt. Hon. 


| Graham, 
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ARNOLD- 
the Main 
100, 
AYES. 


| Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W.) | 


Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredrk. 
Gordon J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 
Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E W(B’1ySEdm’nds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Walter Murray 
Thomas F. 


| Hambro, Charles Eric 
| Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 


| Hay, Hon. 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 


Roberts, 


| Hozier, 


| Jeffreys, 
| Kenyon, 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Claude George 


Heath, we as.(Staffords. N.W.) 
Helder, “ hag 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hope, J.F (Shef fticld, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Rowland 

Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 


Hunt, 


| Kenyon-Sliney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 


Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

prog ‘s, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W. (MileEnd) 
Lawson, JohnGrant( Yorks. N.R 
Lee, Arthur H.( Hants. Fareham 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 


Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lueas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John C umming 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinb bw. 


urg 


| Majendie, James A. il. 


Malcolm, Tan 
Marks, Harry Hananel 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring. Hn. W. F. 
—— Rt Hn.SirH. E(Wigt’n 


| Mitchell, 


Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
William (Burnley) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 


NOES. 


Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 


| Brigg, John 
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Main Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 169; Noes, 
(Division List No. 158.) 


Morrell, George Herbert 

Morrison, James Archibald 

| Mount, William Arthur 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 

Nicholson, William Graham 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 

| Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

| Pym, C. Guy 

| Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Renwick, George 

Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt. Hn. J. P. (Lanarks) 

| Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

| Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk) 

Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 

Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 

Tuff, Charles 

Webb, Colonel William George 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 

Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 

Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

Williams, Colenel R. (Derset) 

Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 

Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Aciand-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


sright, _ Heywood 
aldwell, James 


| ¥ 
ic 
| Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
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Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Durean, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 


Adjournment 





{COMMONS} 


| Johnson, John 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshr. 


| Joyce, Michael 


| Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath. N. 


Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 
Langley, Batty 


| Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swi!t 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Crae, George 


Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE | 
| Murphy, John 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


And, it being after One of the clock, 
Mr. Speaker adjourned th» House without 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killonp, W. (Sligo, Nortl:) 


Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


| O’ Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mavo, N.) 
O'Mara, James 
Partington, Oswald 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) ’ 


Order. 
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of the House. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
%ea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John £, (Waterford 


Roche, John 
20e, Sir Thomas 


| Samuel, 8S, M. (Whitechapel) 
| Seely, Maj.J.F.B.(Isleof Wight) 


Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
| Sheehy, David 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 


| Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.( Northants 


Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Wills, Arthur Walters( N. Dorset 





Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


-Mr. 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEBSs 
Patrick O’Brien and 
Keir Hardie. 


Question put, pursuant to the Standing 


Adjourned at four minutes before 


Lwo o'clock. 
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DEALT 


Those marked thus* are Government Bills. 


APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC. BILLS 


WITH IN 


VOLUME 


CXLIV. 


The figures in parentheses in 





the last column refer to the page in this volume. “linn.|” following title 
indieates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 
(A.) Housk oF Lorps. 
Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 


Advertisement Regulations 
[11.1.] 


*Bills of Exchange Act 
1882 Amendment [H.L | 


Continuation Schools | H.L. | 

‘Municipal = Corporations 
(Merthyr Tydvil Scheme 
Confirmation) 

Patent Designs and ‘Trade 
Marks (Registration of 


Patent Agents) [ H.L. | 


*Service of Militiamen [H.1. } 


Street Betting [H.L. | 


“Workmen’s Compensation 
H.L. | 


(B.) 


Title of Bill. 


“Army (Annual) 


Bills of Exchange 


Closing of Licensed Pre- 
mises (Christmas Day) 
(Ireland) 


Coal Mines (Weighing of 
Minerals) 


Lord Balfour of Bur- 


|i igh 


Lord (‘hanecelloi 


Lord Bishop of Here 
ford 


Murquess of London 
derry 


Lord Coleridge 


Buy ] or Donough Wore 


Lord Davey 


Lord he Iper. 


HousE OF 


j 
Brought in by 


Mr. Necrekia WY. Lrnold- 
| Forstes 


| Sar Win. Holland 


Mr. Nannetti 


Mr, Compton Rickett 








VOL. CXLIV. | FOURTH SERIES. | s 


| Committee, 7th April (904) 


Read 1¢ 7th April (905) 

| 2nd Reading (defeated) 7th 
April (875) 

Committee Report, 3rd April 


(86), 4th April (285) 


Read 2” 10th April (969) 


Committee Report, 3rd April 
(87) 


| Read 3" and passed 6th April 


(592) 


Passed 4th April (285) 


Read 2° 4th April (263) 


COMMONS. 


Read 2’ 3rd April (255) 

Committee Report, 6th April 
(761) 

Read 3° and passed 12th April 
(1517) 

Read 1° 10th April (1041) 


Read 3° and passed 11th April 


Read 2° 31st March (22 





Title of Bill, 


Brought in by 


(B.) House or Commons—continued, 





Coroners’ Inquests (Railway 


Fatalities) 
County Courts 
Drunkenness (Ireland) 
Education Acts Amendment 


Elementary Education 


(Feeding of Children) 
Highways 


*Infectious Diseases 


land) 


(Ire 


Land Tenure 


Licensing Act (1902) (Regis 
tration of Clubs) Amend- 
ment 


Local Authorities (Qualifi- 
cation of Women) 


Local 
land) 


Government (Scot- 


London Hospitals (Kxemp- 
tion from Rates) 


Iumacy Acts Amendment 
(London) 


Marriage with a Deceased 
Wife’s Sister 


* Military Manoeuvres [H.1. | 
Mortgage of Premises 
Old Age Pensions 


Parliamentary Voters Regis 
tration 


Public Health (No. 2) 
Registration of Firms 


*Reserve Forces | H.1. | 


Sale of Coke 


Mr. Channing 


Nir Albert Pollit 
Jr. 7’. W, Pussell 
Mr. Lambert 


Mr. Hay 


Mr. H. Hobhouse 


Mr. Walter Long 


VM r Lambe it 


Vr, I] Or le W- Taylor 


Dy. Shipman 


Mr. Muvwell 


Mr, Haye ¢ Fisher 


Sir John Tule 


( Wane ] Lo darood 


Sir Wi. Hollund 
Mr. Channing 


Mr. Cremer 


Dr. Hutchinson 


Mr. Emmott 


Mr. Rose 









Progress. 





| Read 1° 12th April (L414) 


Read 1° 5th April (477) 


Read 2° 7th April (959) 
Xead 1° 11th April (1284) 


Bill withdrawn 11th 


(1284) 


April 


| Read 1¢ 11th April (1284) 


| Read 1° 10th April (1042) 


| Read 1° Lith April (1284) 


| Read 2 


| Read 1 


Read 1° 3rd April (152) 


3ist March (46) 


Read 1° 11th April (1285) 


3rd April (151) 


Read 1’ 5th April (477) 


Read 2° 7th April (914) 


Read 1° 11th April (1283) 
Read 1° 10th April (1041) 
Read 1’? L2th April (1414) 


Read 1° 5th April (477) 


Read 1° 5th April (476) 


| Read 1” 5th April (477) 


| Read 1° 11th April (1284) 


Read bY 3rd April (151) 
































(B.) Houst or CommMons—continued, 


Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 








Salmon Fisheries (Ireland) Sir ITenry Seton-Karr Read 1° 6th April (663) 
Acts Amendment 


*Service of Militiamen [| H.L. | Read 1° 11th April (1284) 
*Supply of Electricity | Mr. Bonar Law Read 1° 6th April (663) 
Trade Unions Sir Alfred Hickman Read 1° 6th April (663) 
Vaccination Prosecutions Mr. Channing Read 1° 12th April (1414) 











APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1905, 


List or Rutes, Orpers, &e., which have been presented during the Session, and are 


required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. 





rs Date from which | Period to lie upon 
» Ie ay 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 


Publie Records (Office of His Majesty’s Woods, Forests, 31 Mareh | 4 weeks 

and Land Revenues),—Copy of Second Schedule 

containing a List and Particulars of Classes and 

Documents in the Office of His Majesty’s Woods, 

Forests, and Land Revenues whieh are not 

considered of suflicient publie value to justify 

their preservation in the Public Record Office 

{40 and 41 Vie., e. 55, s. 1). 











